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REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS 
OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 
OF THE UNITED STATES 


March 11, 1997 


The Judicial Conference of the United States convened in Washington, 
D.C., on March 11. '997, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of the United 
States issued under 28 U.S.C. § 331. The Chief Justice presided, and the 
following members of the Conference were present: 


Fi.s° Circuit: 
Chief Judge Juan R. Torruella 


Chief Judge Joseph L. Tauro, 
District of Massachusetts 


Second Circuit: 


Chief Judge Jon O. Newman 
Chief Judge Peter C. Dorsey, 
District of Connecticut 


Third Circuit: 


Chief Judge Dolores K. Sloviter 
Chief Judge Edward N. Cahn, 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania 


Fourth Circuit: 


Chief Judge J. Harvie Wilkinson III 
Judge W. Earl Britt, 
Eastern District of North Carolina 
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Fifth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Henry A. Politz 
Judge William H. Barbour, Jr., 
Southern District of Mississippi 


Sixth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Boyce F. Martin, Jr. 
Judge Thomas A. Wiseman, Jr., 
Middle District of Tennessee 


Seventh Circuit: 


Chief Judge Richard A. Posner 
Chief Judge Michael M. Mihm, 
Central District of Illinois 


Eighth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Richard S. Arnold 
Judge Donald E. O'Brien, 
Northern District of lowa 


Ninth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Procter Hug, Jr. 
Chief Judge Lloyd D. George, 
District of Nevada 
Tenth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Stephanie K. Seymour 


Judge Clarence A. Brimmer, 
District of Wyoming 


to 
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Eleventh Circuit: 


Chief Judge Joseph W. Hatchett 
Judge Wm. Terrell Hodges, 
Middle District of Florida 


District of Columbia Circuit: 


Chief Judge Harry T. Edwards 
Chief Judge John Garrett Penn, 
District of Columbia 


Federal Circuit: 

Chief Judge Glenn L. Archer, Jr. 
Court of International Trade: 

Chief Judge Gregory W. Carman 


Circuit Judges Norman H. Stahl and David R. Thompson and District 
Judges Julia Smith Gibbons, John G. Heyburn, II, George P. Kazen, Barefoot 
Sanders, and Ann C. Williams attended the Conference session. Circuit 
Executives Vincent Flanagan, Steven Flanders, Toby Slawsky, Samuel W. 
Phillips, Gregory A. Nussel, James A. Higgins, Collins T. Fitzpatrick, June L. 
Boadwine, Gregory B. Walters, Robert L. Hoecker, Norman E. Zoller, and Linda 
Ferren were also present. 


Senators Richard J. Durbin and Patrick J. Leahy and Representative 
Barney Frank spoke on matters pending in Congress of interest to the Conference. 
Attorney General Janet Reno and Acting Solicitor General Walter Dellinger 
addressed the Conference on matters of mutual interest to the judiciary and the 
Department of Justice. 


Leonidas Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts, attended the session of the Conference, as did Clarence A. 
Lee, Jr., Associate Director for Management and Operations; William R. Burchill, 
Jr., Associate Director and General Counsel; Karen K. Siegel, Assistant Director, 
Judicial Conference Executive Secreiariat; Michael W. Blommer, Assistant 
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Director, Legislative Affairs; David Sellers, Acting Assistant Director, Public 
Affairs: and Wendy Jennis, Deputy Assistant Director, Judicial Conference 
Executive Secretariat. Judge Rya W. Zobel and Russell R. Wheeler, Director and 
Deputy Director of the Federal Judicial Center, also attended the session of the 
Conference, as did James Duff, Administrative Assistant to the Chief Justice: 
Mary Ann Willis, Supreme Court Staff Counsel: and judicial fellows Sirkka A. 
Kaufman, Harry L. Pohlman, Mark Syska, and Elizabeth Woodcock. 


REPORTS 


Mr. Mecham reported to the Conference on the judicial business of the 
courts and on matters relating to the Administrative Office. Judge Zobel spoke to 
the Conference about Federal Judicial Center programs, and Judge Richard 
Conaboy, Chairman of the United States Sentencing Commission, sub:aitted a 
written report on Sentencing Commission activities. 


ELECTIONS 


The Judicial Conference elected to membership on the Board of the 
Federal Judicial Center Bankruptcy Judge A. Thomas Small of the Eastern 
District of North Carolina to replace Bankruptcy Judge Elizabeth L. Perris, and 
Magistrate Judge Virginia M. Morgan of the Eastern District of Michigan to fill a 
new position created by the Federal Courts Improvement Act of 1996 (Public Law 
No. 104-317). 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION 


On recommendation of the Executive Committee, the Judicial Conference 
approved the following names for presentation to the President of the United 
States for appointment, subject to the advice and consent of the Senate, to fill two 
vacancies on the United States Sentencing Commission: 


For reappointmcnt: 
Honorable A. David Mazzone. District of Massachusetts: 


For appointment (to succeed the Honorable Julie Carnes, who does 
not seek reappointment): 


Honorable Diana E. Murphy, Eighth Circuit 
Honorable Donald E. O'Brien. Northern District of lowa. 


RESOLUTION 


On recommendation of the Executive Committee, the Judicial Conference 
adopted the following resolution, in recognition of the extraordinary contributions 
of Chief Judge Richard S. Arnold, who stepped down as Chair of the Budget 
Committee on December 31, 1996: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States recognizes 
with appreciation, respect and admiration the Honorable 


RICHARD S. ARNOLD 


Chair of the Committee on the Budget of the Judicial Conference 
from November 20, 1987 to December 31, 1996. Appointed as 
committee chair by Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist, Chiet 
Judge Amold has played a pivotal role in the administration of the 
federal court system. He has served with distinction leading the 
Budget Committee while simultaneously performing his duties as 
Chief Judge of the United States Court of Appeals for the Eighth 
Circuit. Chief Judge Arnold has earned the gratitude of his 
colleagues for the innumerable contributions he has made not only 
while serving on the Budget Commitiee, but also while serving on 
the Ad Hoc Committee on Regulatory Reform Legislation from 
1981 to 1984, the Subcommittee on Judicial Improvements from 
1983 to 1987, and currently as member of the Executive 
Committee. He has gained the confidence and respect of those 
with whom he has come in contact in all three branches of 
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government. We pay tribute and extend our deep appreciation to 
Chief Judge Arnold for his unwavering commitment to the 
administration of justice and service to the federal judiciary. 


FUNDING FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURT SYSTEM 


On January 14, 1997, the Preside:it announced a plan to restructure the 


relationship between the federal government and the District of Columbia. The 


plan included a provision that the Administrative Office of the United States 


Courts would assume direct responsibility for funding the District of Columbia’s 
local court system, although the local courts would remain “self-managed.” The 
Budget. Federal-State Jurisdiction, and Criminal Law Committees reviewed the 
plan. The Executive Committee, on behalf of the Conference, concluded that it 


was inappropriate for the federal judiciary to be involved in the funding or 
operations of the local courts of the District of Columbia. The Executive 


Committee approved the following statement reflecting the Conference position: 


Tne District of Columbia Superior Court and Court of 
Appeals were created in 1970 as a new local court system designed 
to function like the courts of the various states. separate and apart 
from the United States District Court and the United States Court 
of Appeals for the District of Columbia. The separation of the two 
court systems would be blurred under a far-reaching proposal te 
restructure the relationship between the federal government and the 
District of Columbia announced by the President on January 14, 
1997. The President's plan would have the federal government 
assume direct responsibility for funding the District of Columbia’s 
court system, although the courts themselves, characterized by the 
White House as a “court system [that] works well.” would remain 
“self-managed.” While details have yet to be worked out, the plan 
specifically provides that “(t]he D.C. court system would be funded 
through the Judiciary s Administrative Otfice of the U.S. Courts.” 


The Third Branch is sympathetic to the interest of the 
President and the Congress in the fiscal stability of the District of 
Columbia. The federal judiciary also understands fully the need to 
provide stable funding mechanisms for carrying out judicial 
functions. If the primary purpose of involving the federal judiciary 
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is to serve as a conduit for the receipt of funds for the D.C. courts, 
there are more appropriate models for providing for the necessary 
funding which are consistent with the stated goal of preserving the 
ability of the D.C. court system to manage itself. These include, 
among others, funding systems developed for Article I courts, and 
creation of an independent agency to receive and disburse funds for 
D.C. courts and their related functions. Such options would also 
be more consistent with the time-honored principle that federal 
courts are to have limited jurisdiction, whereas state and local 
courts such as those in the District of Columbia are to be courts of 
general jurisdiction under our system of federalism. 


The proposed solution to fund the D.C. courts through the 
Administrative Office presents serious legal and practical 
problems. While these are numerous, two are of such concern that 
they warrant detailed consideration. First, the plan would place the 
Director of the Administrative Office in the untenable position of 
assuming legal responsibility for handling D.C. court funds without 
the authority to assure that such funding is expended in accordance 
with law. In addition, to the extent that the plan can be read to 
involve the federal courts in the supervision of offenders sentenced 
by D.C. judges, the federal probation system is simply not 
equipped to assume such massive new responsibilities. 


It is essential to preserve the independence of the federal 
courts and, at the same time, retain an independent local judiciary 
for D.C. citizens. The Executive Committee of the Judicial 
Conference, acting by virtue of its emergency authority on the 
Conference’s behalf, therefore urges the Executive anu Legislative 
Branches to develop alternatives that would avoid the 
entanglement of the federal judiciary in the operations of the local 
courts of the District of Columbia. 


OPTIMAL UTILIZATION OF JUDICIAL RESOURCES 


In reports accompanying the judiciary’s appropriations legislation for 


fiscal years 1996 and 1997, Congress asked the federal judiciary to study and 
report on the “optimal utilization of judicial resources.” The Executive 
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Committee reviewed a draft report, endorsed by several Conference committees, 
which addressed four specific topics, as well as additional areas where 
improvements and cost efficiencies could be achieved, and determined to give the 
members of the Judicial Conference an opportunity to review the report. In a mail 
ballot which concluded on November 18, 1996, the Judicial Conference voted to 
approve the report. (Two members included suggestions for changes, which were 
accommodated.) The report was transmitted to Congress by the due date of 
November 30, 1996 (see infra, “Mail Ballots,” p. 41). 


STUDY OF THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


The Report of the Judicial Conference of the United States on the Federal 
Defender Program, approved by the Judicial Conference in March 1993, 
contained a recommendation that the judiciary should arrange for a 
comprehensive, impartial review of the Criminal Justice Act (CJA) program every 
seven years (JCUS-MAR 93, p. 28). In response to a Defender Services 
Committee suggestion that planning begin now so that the study could be 
completed by the year 2000, the Executive Committee determined not to proceed 
with a comprehensive study. Instead, the Executive Committee requested the 
Defender Services Committee to examine specific problem areas which may be in 
need of in-depth review. 


MISCELLANEOUS ACTIONS 


The Executive Committee: 


° Approved participation in the Attorney General’s pretrial drug testing 
initiative (now called Operation Drug TEST) of 20 districts, plus three 
additional districts provided they meet the budgetary parameters of the 
project, and authorized the chair of the Criminal Law Committee to 
approve the remaining two districts (see JCUS-SEP 96, p. 46); 


° Declined to authorize the Administrative Office to request permission __ 
from Congress to implement in fiscal year 1997 a $5 per hour increase in 
Criminal Justice Act panel attorney rates in those districts in which a rate 
of $75 per hour has been approved but not implemented; 
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Approved a transfer of up to $8.5 million from the judiciary’s fee account 
to the Court Security account, assuming congressional approval; 


Approved for codification in the Guide to Judiciary Policies and 
Procedures a long-standing policy of the judicial branch that drugs should 
not be used, possessed, or distributed in the workplace: 


Granted approval of a sentencing program sponsored by the Federal 
Judicial Center, but only on the basis of the Executive Committee's 
interpretation that the statute (28 U.S.C. § 334) requiring Judicial 
Conference approval of sentencing institutes is inapplicable to this 
program, and with the further understanding, consistent with that 
interpretation, that Federal Judicial Center funds would be used to detray 
the costs; 


Agreed that the Conference should continue to take no position on 
legislation to create a commission to study the boundaries of the circuits, 
in particular the Ninth Circuit (see JCUS-SEP 96, p. 45), but voted to seek 
a change in appropriations language to allow funds provided to such a 
commission to be “available until expended”: 


Authorized a one-time waiver of the limit on reimbursement of relocation 
expenses for an overseas law clerk, due to the particular circumstances: 


Made no change in the judges” maximum daily subsistence allowance, but 
asked the Judicial Branch Committee to review established per diem rates 
in the Boston area; 


Referred to the Judicial Resources Committee a question involving law 
clerk assistance to courts with significant judicial vacancies: 


Received from the Bankruptcy Committee a report providing 
recommendations for improving the United States trustee program, which 
had been requested by the Executive Committee in 1995 on the 
assumption that the program will remain, for now, within the Department 
of Justice; 
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. Adopted a position proposed by the Automation and Technology 
Committee regarding multiple vendors for computer-assisted legal 
research; and 


° On request of the Bankruptcy Committee, approved the release of a 
preliminary Federal Judicial Center study of a bankruptcy in forma 
pauperis pilot project, provided that a two-page executive summary and 
appropriate disclaimers were included. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on the Administrative Office reported that it was briefed 
by Director Mecham on legislation affecting the judiciary and on the agency's 
budget. The Committee also heard reports from senior Administrative Office 
managers on the agency's 1997 goals and objectives; efforts to improve the 
judiciary’s financial management systems; the !-Net, the judiciary’s intranet; the 
status of a study of the processes by which the Administrative Office obtains 
advice and feedback; human resource programs, including efforts to improve 
available information regarding health benefits; and evaluation and assessment 
activities. 


COMMITTEE ON AUTOMATION AND 
TECHNOLOGY 


LONG RANGE PLAN FOR AUTOMATION 


Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 612, the Committee on Automation and 
Technology recommended approval of a fiscal year 1997 update to the Long 
Range Plan for Automation in the Federal Judiciary with the proviso that 
approval does not constitute authority for any specific project to proceed outside 
the automation management process. The Judicial Conference approved the 


update. 
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LIBRARY PROGRAM 


In addition to library collections maintained in chambers, federal court 
libraries exist as circuit headquarters libraries, satellite libraries, and unstatfed 
libraries. Depending on the needs and sizes of the populations they serve, staffed 
satellite and unstaffed libraries provide varying levels of services, collections and 
staffing. On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference 
approved functional requirements for satellite and unstaffed libraries, including 
the requirement that satellite libraries should be sufficiently large to house a 
satellite library collection as established by the Judicial Conference. The 
Conference also agreed, on recommendation of the Security, Space and Facilities 
Committee, to incorporate these functional requirements into the United States 
Courts Design Guide (see infra, “United States Courts Design Guide,” pp. 37-39). 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 


BANKRUPTCY JUDGESHIPS 


The Judicial Conference is required by 28 U.S.C. § 152(b)(2) to submit 
recommendations for new bankruptcy judgeships to the Congress, which 
establishes the number of such judgeships for each judicial district. Based on the 
results of its most recent biennial bankruptcy judgeship survey,' the Bankruptcy 
Committee recommended that the Judicial Conference transmit to Congress 
proposed legislation to create 18 additional bankruptcy judgeships, either 
permanent or temporary based on the most recent case filing statistics available at 
the time legislation for the judgeships is sent to Congress. The Judicial 
Conference agreed with the Committee, and recommended judgeships in the 
following districts: 


'This survey was conducted on an expedited basis in November 1996 because of 


a change in the schedule for completing the surveys approved by the Judicial Conference 
at its September 1996 session (JCUS-SEP 96, p. 50). 


Judicial Conference of the United States 


Northern District of New York (1) 
Eastern District of New York (1) 
Southern District of New York (1) 
District of New Jersey (1) 

Eastern District of Pennsylvania (1) 
Middle District of Pennsylvania (1) 
District of Maryland (2) 

Eastern District of Virginia (1) 
Southern District of Mississippi (1) 
Eastern District of Michigan (1) 
Western District of Tennessee (1) 
Eastern District of California (1) 
Central District of California (4) 
Southern District of Florida (1) 


The proposed judgeship in the Southern District of Mississippi would also 
provide assistance to the Northern District of Mississippi. The Conference also 
approved and agreed to transmit to Congress proposed legislation either to make 
the existing temporary bankruptcy judgeship in the District of Delaware 
permanent or to extend it for an additional five-year period so that the position 
does not lapse when the first vacancy occurs on or after October 28, 1998, as 
supported by the caseload and other factors at the time the legislation is to be 
transmitted. 


STATISTICAL REPORTING OF INTERCIRCUIT AND INTRACIRCUIT 
ASSIGNMENTS 


On recommendation of the Bankruptcy Committee, the Judicial 
Conference approved the collection and tracking of data on intercircuit and 
intracircuit assignments of bankruptcy judges. To assist in this effort, the 
Conference authorized the Director of the Administrative Office to make technical 
corrections, as necessary, to the B102 form (Monthly Report of Trials and Other 
Activity) and to add a supplemental form designed to collect information on 
judicial time spent outside of court assisting other districts. Improved statistical 
reporting may enable the judiciary to demonstrate more effectively to Congress its 
efforts to use existing judicial resources to meet rising workloads throughout the 
nation. 
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REAPPOINTMENT OF BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


Section 303 of the Federal Courts Improvement Act of 1996 authorizes the 
Judicial Conference to prescribe regulations which provide for the reappointment 
of incumbent bankruptcy judges that differ from the initial appointment 
procedure. The Bankruptcy Committee recommended revisions to the regulations 
governing the selection and appointment of bankruptcy judges, including a new 
chapter 5, entitled “Reappointment of United States Bankruptcy Judges,” that 
would permit a court of appeals to reappoint an incumbent bankruptcy judge to an 
additional 14-year term without considering other qualified candidates. The 
Judicial Conference slightly modified the Committee’s recommendation and 
approved the revisions to the regulations, which are now called the Regulations of 
the Judicial Conference of the United States for the Selection, Appointment, and 
Reappointment of United States Bankruptcy Judges. 


REVISION OF DOLLAR AMOUNTS IN THE BANKRUPTCY CODE 


Under section 104(a) of the Bankruptcy Code, the Judicial Conference is 
required to “transmit to the Congress and to the President before May 1, 1985 and 
before May | of every sixth year after May 1, 1985, a recommendation for the 
uniform percentage adjustment of each dollar amount in [title 11] and in section 
1930 of title 28.” The Bankruptcy Committee determined not to recommend 
dollar adjustments at this time because some adjustments had been made by 
Congress when it enacted the Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1994 (Public Law No. 
103-394), and because the congressionally established National Bankruptcy 
Review Commission, which is tasked with studying the bankruptcy system, will 
provide an opportunity for further review of the dollar amounts. The Judicial 
Conference approved the Bankruptcy Committee's recommendation that 
Congress and the President be advised that no uniform percentage adjustment 
should be made at this time to the dollar amounts contained in the Bankruptcy 
Code or in 28 U.S.C. 91930. 


Judicial Conference of the United States 


COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee reported that it reviewed a presidential proposal to 
restructure the District of Columbia’s finances which included the proposition that 
the federal government, through the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, 
assume the responsibility for providing funds for the local D.C. court system. 
While it appeared that the Administrative Office would serve only as a “pass- 
through” for funding with no management or operational responsibilities, the 
Committee determined that it was inappropriate for the Judicial Branch to 
undertake this role, and the issue was presented to the Executive Committee (see 
supra, “Funding for District of Columbia Court System,” pp. 6-7). 


COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONDUCT 


ETHICS REFORM ACT GIFT REGULATIONS 


The Committee on Codes of Conduct proposed revision of the Judicial 
Conference Ethics Reform Act regulations on gifts to clarify that judicial officers 
and employees may properly accept certain benefits from prospective and future 
employers under the gift regulations. The Judicial Conference approved the 
revision, which adds the following language to a new section 5(i) of the 
regulations and renumbers the existing section 5(i) as 5(j) (new language is in 
italics): 


§ 5. A judicial officer or employee shall not accept a gift from anyone 
except for -- 


(i)(1) meals, lodgings, transportation, and other benefits customarily 
provided by a prospective employer in connection with bona fide 
employment discussions; 
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2) in the case of a judicial officer or employee who has obtained 
employment to commence after judicial employment ends, 
reimbursement of relocation and bar-related expenses customarily 
paid by the employer; 


(3) nothing in this subsection alters any other standards or Codes of 
Conduct adopted by the Judicial Conference of the United States 
relating to recusal due to conflicts of interest. 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Codes of Conduct reported that since its last report to 
the Conferc..ce in September 1996, the Committee received 39 new written 
inquiries and issued 42 written advisory responses. During 1996, the average 
response time for these requests was 19 days, excluding responses that were held 
for discussion at Committee meetings. The Chairman received and responded to 
25 telephonic inquiries. In addition, individual Committee members responded to 
46 inquiries from their colleagues. 


COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION 
AND CASE MANAGEMENT 


CIVIL JUSTICE REFORM ACT 


The Civil Justice Reform Act of 1990 (CJRA) required all 94 federal 
district courts to implement expense and delay reduction plans for civil litigation. 
The CJRA established specific principles, guidelines, and techniques for the 
courts to consider in making their plans, and required the designation of certain 
pilot, comparison, and demonstration courts to measure the effectiveness of these 
principles and guidelines. A contract was awarded to the RAND Corporation 
(RAND) to study the experience of the pilot and comparison courts, and the 
Federal Judicial Center studied the programs implemented in the demonstration 
courts. 


The CJRA requires the Judicial Conference to submit a report to Congress 
by June 30, 1997, on the pilot program. The Committee on Court Administration 
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and Case Management, which oversees the CJRA program, sought and received 
input from other Judicial Conference committees and trom federal judges and 
clerks, and drafted a report which, inter alia, reviews the independent evaluation 
conducted by RAND, the evaluation conducted by the Federal Judicial Center, 
and the experiences of the 94 district courts in implementing their CJRA plans; 
recommends that the Act’s pilot program, as a package, not be expanded; and 
identifies a proposed alternative program consisting of a number of measures 
based in large part on the CJRA experiment. The Judicial Conference approved 
the proposed Civil Justice Reform Act report for submission to Congress.” 


STAFFING RESOURCES FOR CJRA AND ARBITRATION PROGRAMS 


Federal district courts have been experimenting with arbitration (both 
voluntary and mandatory non-binding programs) for more than a decade. 
Legislation formally authorizing such experimentation was extended twice and is 
scheduled to sunset on September 30, 1997 (see 28 U.S.C. §§ 651-658). The 
Committee on Court Administration and Case Management, determining that 
there had been sufficient time for experimentation and that courts interested in 
continuing their arbitration programs or beginning new ones could do so by local 
rule, made no proposal to extend the legislation. 


Staffing resources to support the court-annexed arbitration program have 
been authorized and allocated to the district courts since the mid-1980’s as part of 
the pilot program. These positions have been used by the courts to manage cases 
referred to arbitration. Similarly, staffing resources to support implementation 
and operations under the CJRA were authorized and allocated to the district courts 
over the last six years. These positions have been used by the courts, for example, 
to administer alternative dispute resolution (ADR) programs, to provide support 
for CJRA advisory groups, and to enhance case management. The CJRA is 
scheduled to sunset on December |, 1997. 


Because of the impending sunset of the CJRA and legislation authorizing 
the arbitration pilot programs, the Judicial Conference approved a 
recommendation of the Court Administration and Case Management Committee 
that (a) the Judicial Resources Committee be directed to consider the development 


“The report will become public at the same time it is submitted to Congress. 
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of a funding mechanism for addressing ADR staffing resources in the courts; (b) 
centralized funding for existing CJRA and arbitration positions be continued 
pending the Judicial Resources Committee's recommendations and subsequent 
Conference action; and (c) the Judicial Resources Committee be directed to report 
back to the Judicial Conference on this issue at its March 1998 session. 


SPACE COST CONTAINMENT 


In March 1996, the Judicial Conference approved a space cost containment 
plan (JCUS-MAR 96, p. 35). The Court Administration and Case Management 
Committee was designated to take the lead in (a) determining what policy on 
courtroom sharing for active and senior judges should be adopted and whether the 
impact of any delays resulting from courtroom sharing would adversely affect 
case processing; and (b) developing criteria for acquiring and releasing space for 
facilities where there is no judicial officer, visiting courtrooms and chambers 
where there is a resident judicial officer, and divisional offices. 


Courtroom Sharing. On recommendation of the Court Administration 
and Case Management Committee, the Judicial Conference adopted the following 
policy statement and agreed to encourage courts to take into account the factors 
set forth below when considering requests to construct additional courtrooms: 


Recognizing how essential the availability of a courtroom is to the 
fulfillment of the judge’s responsibility to serve the public by 
disposing of criminal trials, sentencings, and civil cases in a fair 
and expeditious manner and presiding over the wide range of 
activities that take place in courtrooms requiring the presence of a 
judicial officer, the Judicial Conference adopts the following 
policy for determining the number of courtrooms needed at a 
facility: 


With regard to district judges, one courtroom should be 
provided for each active judge. In addition, with regard to senior 
judges who do not draw caseloads requiring substantial use of 
courtrooms and to visiting judges, judicial councils should utilize 
the following factors as well as other appropriate factors in 
evaluating the number of courtrooms at a facility necessary to 
permit them to discharge their responsibilities. 
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° An assessment of workload in terms of the number and types of 
cases anticipated to be handled by each such judge; 


° The number of years each such judge is likely to be located 
at the facility: 


° An evaluation of the current complement of courtrooms 
and their projected use in the facility and throughout the 
district in order to reaffirm whether construction of an 
additional courtroom is necessary: 


° An evaluation of the use of the special proceedings courtroom and 
any other special purpose courtrooms to provide for more flexible 
and varied use, such as use for jury trials: and 


° An evaluation of the need for a courtroom dedicated to specific use 
by visiting judges, particularly when courtrooms for projected 
authorized judgeships are planned in the new or existing facility. 


The Judicial Conference also agreed to encourage each circuit judicial 
council to develop a policy on sharing courtrooms by senior judges when a senior 
judge does not draw a caseload requiring substantial use of a courtroom. 


Acquiring and Releasing Space. The Judicial Conference approved a 
recommendation of the Committee that a two-stage approach be taken in 
determining whether a non-resident facility should be closed, and adopted the 
following non-exclusive list of criteria for circuit judicial councils to use in 
determining whether to establish or maintain a facility without a resident judge: 


l. The circuit councils should first evaluate the following three factors: 
a. the number of miles from the nearest facility within the district: 
b. the number of days the facility is used for court-related 
proceedings; and 
Cc. the cost per day of use. 
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If those factors indicate that a facility should be considered for closure, the 
council should apply a cost-benefit test using the following criteria to 
determine whether the facility should remain open or be closed: 


a. travel and per diem costs for judges and staff, litigants, and 
witnesses to the nearest alternative facility: 


b. travel and per diem costs entailed by jurors if the facility is closed; 


c. travel costs for all others involved in the proceeding (e.g., U.S. 
marshals, attorneys): 


d. economic or other benefit the facility has to the community: 

e. cost of defender services if the facility is closed: 

f. historic significance of the facility: 

g. representativeness of the jury pool: and 

h. use of the facility by a community that would not be served as well 


if the facility were closed (e.g., Indian reservation, military base, 
national! park). 


On recommendation of the Security. Space and Facilities Committee (at 
the suggestion of the Committee on Court Administration and Case Management), 
the Judicial Conference approved the biennial filing by the circuit councils of 
space reduction reports. The Conference also agreed to require the circuit 
councils, as part of their reports. to assess the need for maintaining any facility 
that does not have a resident judge (see infra, “Space Management Initiatives 
Plan,” pp. 40-41). 


Probation and Pretrial Services Divisional Offices. After obtaining 
input from the Criminal Law Committee. the Court Administration and Case 
Management Committee recommended the endorsement of criteria and a process 
for consideration by district courts and circuit councils whenever they are 
considering acquiring or releasing space in probation and pretrial services 
divisional offices. The Committee also recommended that the Judicial 
Conference urge all districts to go through the process of applying the cost-benefit 
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criteria whenever a lease is up for renewal or, in government-owned space, every 
five years. The Judicial Conference approved the Committee's recommendations 
(see also infra, “Opening and Closing Facilities.” p. 40). 


MISCELLANEOUS FEE SCHEDULES 


Bankruptcy Courts. [tem 15 of the Miscellaneous Fee Schedule for the 
Bankruptcy Courts provides for a fee of $5.00 per page for the provision of 
mailing labels. Because of advancements in technology. the information needed 
for mailing labels is available to the public electronically (for example. through 
PACER for a fee of $.60 per minute), and most courts no longer provide mailing 
labels as set forth in the fee schedule. A party without access to an electronic 
system such as PACER can still receive copies of addresses, printed from the 
court's automated system, for the copy fee of $.50 per page. Thus, Jccause the fee 
for providing mailing labels is rarely used and the amount of funds involved is 
negligible, the Judicial Conference approved the recommendation of the 
Committee to eliminate Item 15 from the Miscellaneous Fee Schedule for the 
Bankruptcy Courts. The Conference also agreed to designate Item Number 15 of 
the Miscellaneous Fee Schedule as “Repealed™ so as not to disrupt the 
enumeration of the schedule, since Public Law No. 100-459 permits fees collected 
tor all services enumerated after Item 18 to be deposited in a special fund for the 
operation and maintenance of the courts. 


Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation. At its March 1995 session. 
the Judicial Conference voted to propose legislation authorizing the establishment 
of a miscellaneous fee schedule for the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 
(JCUS-MAR 95, p. 15). Such authorization was provided in the Federal Courts 
Improvement Act of 1996. On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial 
Conference approved a miscellaneous fee schedule for the Judicial Panel on 
Multidistrict Litigation consistent with the other fee schedules. 
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COMMITTEE ON CRIMINAL LAW 


VICTIMS’ RIGHTS CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 


Several proposals were made in the 104th Congress for a constitutional 
amendment on victims’ rights, and it is anticipated that similar proposals will be 
made in the 105th Congress. With the concurrence of the Federal-State 
Jurisdiction Committee, the Committee on Criminal Law recommended that the 
Judicial Conference take no position on a victims’ rights constitutional 
amendment at this time because no one proposal has emerged in Congress upon 
which the judiciary can base a position. While lauding the goal of such proposals, 
the Criminal Law Committee raised concerns about the impact of previous 
victims’ rights proposals on the administration of justice. The Judicial 
Conference approved the recommendations of the Criminal Law Committee that 
it (a) take no position on the enactment of a victims’ rights constitutional 
amendment at this time; and (b) authorize the Criminal Law Committee, in 
consultation with the Federal-State Jurisdiction Committee and the Chair of the 
Executive Committee, to maintain contact with Congress as it deliberates 
enactment of a victims’ rights constitutional amendment to inform how the 
amendment may impact the administration and costs of operating the federal 
courts. 


RISK PREDICTION INDEX 


Since 1980, federal probation officers have used a device known as the 
Risk Prediction Scale-1980 to assist in the assessment of the risk of recidivism 
posed by offenders being supervised on terms of probation or supervised release. 
At the request of the Committee on Criminal Law, an updated assessment tool 
was developed by the Federal Judicial Center. The Committee recommended, and 
the Judicial Conference approved, the use of the new Risk Prediction Index by 


probation officers in the case classification process in lieu of the Risk Prediction 
Scale-1980. 
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FIREARMS REGULATIONS 


The Federal Courts Improvement Act of 1996 amended 18 U.S.C. 
§§ 3603(9) and 3154(13) to provide federal statutory authority for United States 
probation and pretrial services officers to carry firearms “under such rules and 
regulations as the Director of the Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts may prescribe.” The Criminal Law Committee proposed Regulations of 
the Director of the Administrative Office Concerning Carrying and Using 
Firearms by United States Probation and Pretrial Services Officers. \n addition, 
the Committee recommended that the authorized cylinder capacity of the weapons 
be increased from the standard which had been in use since 1985. At this session, 
the Judicial Conference modified the Committee’s proposal with regard to the 
firearms and ammunition authorized for use by deleting proposed paragraph 4 of 
the regulations and inserting in lieu thereof the following new paragraph 4: 


The Director, in consultation with the Committee on Criminal Law 
of the Judicial Conference, shall periodically determine which 
firearms and ammunition are authorized for use by probation and 
pretrial services officers. No unauthorized firearms or ammunition 
shall be carried or used. 


With that revision, the draft regulations of the Criminal Law Committee were 


approved by the Conference. These regulations will be published in the National 
Firearms Training Manual and the Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures. 


COMMITTEE ON DEFENDER SERVICES 


DEFENDER ORGANIZATION FUNDING REQUESTS 


Under its delegated authority from the Judicial Conference (JCUS-MAR 
89, pp. 16-17), the Defender Services Committee approved fiscal year 1997 
funding for Federal Public Defender organizations in the amount of $140,759,800 
and grants for Community Defender organizations totaling $39,149,200. 
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DEATH PENALTY REPRESENTATION 


In September 1995, the Judicial Conference approved a Report on Death 
Penalty Representation which included recommendations for procedures to 
contain the costs of private representation in death penalty habeas corpus 
proceedings (JCUS-SEP 95, pp. 78-81). To implement those procedures, the 
Defender Services Committee recommended amending paragraph 6.02 
(Compensation of Appointed Counsel in Capital Cases) of the Guidelines for the 
Administration of the Criminal Justice Act (CJA Guidelines) to include a 
provision encouraging courts to (a) require attorneys to submit and to seek 
advance approval of litigation budgets in federal capital habeas corpus cases; and 
(b) employ the case-management techniques used in complex civil litigation to 
control costs in such cases. The Judicial Conference approved the amendment, 
which will be published in Volume VII of the Guide to Judiciary Policies and 
Procedures. 


The Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996 (Public Law 
No. 104-132) (Antiterrorism Act) contained provisions relating to compensation 
of counsel and other service providers in capital cases (with respect to those 
commenced, or in which appeal is perfected, or on or after April 26, 1994), 
including a limit of $125 on the maximum hourly compensation rate for attorneys 
appointed in capital cases; a provision that courts “may” as opposed to “shall” 
authorize investigative, expert, or other services in capital cases where found to be 
reasonably necessary; a requireinent that no ex parte request for investigative, 
expert, or other services in capital cases may be considered “unless a proper 
showing is made concerning the need for confidentiality”; and a case maximum of 
$7,500 on the payment of fees and expenses for services other than counsel unless 
certified as necessary by the court and approved by the chief judge (or designee) 
of the circuit. On recommendation of the Defender Services Committee, the 
Judicial Conference approved amendments to the C/A Guidelines to implement 
these provisions of the Antiterrorism Act relating to compensation of counsel and 
authorization and payment of other service providers in capital cases. 


In addition, the Judicial Conference approved a recommendation of the 
Committee that two statutory provisions (21 U.S.C. § 848(q) and 18 U.S.C. 
§ 3005) as recently amended (Public Law No. 104-132; Public Law No. 103-322) 
be included in Chapter | of the C/A Guidelines for the convenience of judicial 
officers and attorneys providing representation pursuant to those statutes. The 
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Conference also agreed that the language “and Related Statutes” should be added 
after the words “Guidelines for the Administration of the Criminal Justice Act (18 
U.S.C. § 3006A)” at the appropriate tab. 


DISCLOSURE OF COMPENSATION PAYMENTS 


The Antiterrorism Act includes provisions dealing with disclosure of 
Criminal Justice Act (CJA) payment information. The current Judicial 
Conference policy regarding release of information pertaining to CJA activities is 
basically consistent with the Antiterrorism Act disclosure provisions; the Act, in 
essence, converts the Judicial Conference policy favoring disclosure of CJA 
payment information into a statutory requirement. The Defender Services 
Committee recommended, and the Judicial Conference approved, amendments to 
paragraph 5.01 of the C/A Guidelines specifically to implement provisions in the 
Antiterrorism Act relating to disclosure of payments made to appointed counsel 
and providers of investigative, expert and other services. 


PANEL ATTORNEY ADMINISTRATION 


On request from two districts, the Defender Services Committee agreed to 
recommend that funding be provided from the Defender Services appropriation to 
support a two-year pilot project designed to enhance CJA voucher review and 
panel attorney management, with the caveat that, in light of the availability of 
other resources for training panel attorneys in substantive criminal law, the pilot 
project should not duplicate such activities. The Judicial Conference approved 
the two-year pilot project in the Central District of California and the District of 
Maryland. Each court will employ an attorney to assist the court in CJA panel 
administration and case cost analysis, supported by up to $261,000 over the two- 
year period in the Central District of California and up to $266,000 over the 
two-year period in the District of Maryland. 
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CASE COMPENSATION MAXIMUMS 


On recommendation of the Defender Services Committee, the Judicial 
Conference agreed to support an amendment to the Criminal Justice Act to 
provide that compensation of counsel for representation in non-capital habeas 
corpus cases will be governed by the case limits applicable to felonies, since the 
collateral representation (which is provided where the interests of justice require) 
is often as difficult as that provided in directly defending against a felony 
prosecution. The budgetary impact of this amendment should be insignificant 
since chief judges of the courts of appeals (or designees) have the authority to 
approve compensation in excess of the statutory limits in appropriate cases. 


COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Financial Disclosure reported that as of December 31, 
1996, it had received 2,983 financial disclosure reports and certifications for the 
calendar year 1995, including 1,215 reports and certifications from Supreme 
Court justices, Article III judges and judicial officers of special courts; 336 from 
bankruptcy judges; 478 from magistrate judges; and 954 from judicial employees. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments reported that during the 
period from July 1, 1996 to December 31, 1996, a total of 88 intercircuit 
assignments, undertaken by 68 Supreme Court justices and Article III judges, 
were processed and recommended by the Committee on Intercircuit Assignments 
and approved by the Chief Justice. Several long-term designations were 
recommended and approved during calendar year 1996. 
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COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
JUDICIAL RELATIONS 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on International Judicial Relations reported that its 
members had participated in rule of law programs involving Hong Kong and 
Thailand, the People’s Republic of China, the Russian Federation, countries of 
Eastern and Western Europe, countries of Latin America, and Haiti. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on the Judicial Branch reported that a major item on its 
agenda is judicial compensation. The Committee determined that the mechanism 
for annually adjusting judicial compensation established by the Ethics Reform Act 
of 1989 is broken, and that the repeated denial of judges’ pay adjustments is a 
threat to judicial independence. The Committee recommended the pursuit of 
legislation which would accomplish the following objectives: (a) give judges a 
“catch-up” pay adjustment; (b) sever the linkage between judicial, congressional, 
and Executive Schedule compensation and substitute linking judges’ salary 
adjustments to the mechanism for adjusting General Schedule pay rates; and (c) 
repeal section 140 of Public Law No. 97-92. By mail ballot concluded on 
January 27, 1997, the Judicial Conference unanimously endorsed the Committee’s 
recommendation (see infra, “Mail Ballots,” p. 41). 


COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL RESOURCES 


ARTICLE III JUDGESHIP NEEDS 


Courts of Appeals. In September 1996, the Judicial Conference approved 
a recommendation from the Judicial Resources Committee to adopt a revised 
process for reviewing the judgeship needs of the courts of appeals (JCUS-SEP 96, 
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pp. 60-61). In response to that action, the Judicial Resources Committee and its 
Subcommittee on Judicial Statistics initiated an immediate survey of judgeship 
needs for the courts of appeals, since the last survey was outdated. Based on the 
results of the survey and utilizing the approved process, the Committee 
recommended that the Judicial Conference authorize the Administrative Office to 
transmit a request to Cong ss for an additional 12 permanent and five temporary 
circuit judgeships (in lieu of the previous request for 20 additional temporary 
judgeships). The Judicial Conference approved the recommendation, as follows: 


First Circuit 1 Permanent 
Second Circuit 2 Permanent 
Fifth Circuit 1 Permanent 
Sixth Circuit 2 Permanent and 2 Temporary 
Ninth Circuit 6 Permanent and 3 Temporary 


District Courts. On recommendation of the Committee, which reviewed 
three requests for additional district judgeships utilizing the applicable weighted 
caseload formula and considering any special factors, the Judicial Conference 
authorized the Administrative Office to transmit a request to Congress for one 
additional judgeship for the Northern District of Texas, one additional judgeship 
for the Southern District of Texas, and one additional judgeship for the Eastern 
District of Virginia. This is in addition to the 33 district judgeships approved by 
the Conference in September 1996 (JCUS-SEP 96, pp. 59-60). 


District Judgeship Needs Survey. In March 1996, the Judicial 
Conference approved a recommendation from the Judicial Resources Committee 
to include in biennial district judgeship surveys a review of courts where it may be 
appropriate to recommend eliminating judgeships or leaving a vacant judgeship 
unfilled (JCUS-MAR 96, p. 24). The Committee circulated for comment a 
proposed process for such a review and revised the process to incorporate 
suggestions of the judicial councils. The Judicial Conference approved the 
revised process recommended by the Committee to be incorporated into the 
routine biennial surveys of judgeship needs to take into account the need to 
eliminate judgeships. 


Temporary Judgeships. Over the last several years, legislation 
establishing temporary judgeships has varied in the method for calculating when 
those judgeships expired. The most recent provision, enacted in 1996, amended 
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the Federal Judgeship Act of 1990 (Public Law No. 101-650) to allow temporary 
judgeships created in 1990 to exist until at least the first vacancy occurring five 
years after the confirmation of the judges named to fill the temporary positions. 
However, logistical problems associated with the temporary positions remain 
because Congress does not act on judgeship issues in a systematic manner, and 
since 1968, has acted on average only once every six to seven years. Since this 
cycle is beyond the five-year period for temporary judgeships, the judiciary has 
occasionally lost judgeships that are still necessary. On recommendation of the 
Judicial Resources Committee, the Judicial Conference agreed to authorize the 
Administrative Office to include in future Article III district and circuit judgeship 
proposals submitted for congressional consideration a seven-year minimum 
provision for temporary judgeships. 


CONGRESSIONAL ACCOUNTABILITY ACT 


In September 1996, the Judicial Conference approved a draft of the 
judiciary report required by the Congressional Accountability Act of 1995 (Public 
Law No. 104-1) (JCUS-SEP 96, pp. 63-64), and the report was submitted to 
Congress in December 1996. In keeping with the final report, the Judicial 
Resources Committee drafted a new model employment dispute resolution plan 
and circulated the plan widely for comments. After numerous revisions based on 
comments received, the Committee recommended, and the Conference approved a 
model employment dispute resolution plan. 


COURT REPORTERS 


Since September 1983, it has been the policy of the Judicial Conference 
regarding retention of official court reporters when district judges elect to use 
electronic sound recording (ESR) systems with a dedicated operator rather than 
official court reporters, to allow any necessary reduction in personnel to be 
accomplished through attrition (JCUS-SEP 83, p. 48). The Judicial Conference 
approved a Judicial Resources Committee recommendation to limit to one year 
the amount of time courts may retain over-strength reporters when judges change 
their election to ESR systems. The revised policy reads as follows: 
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In the event the need for shorthand, stenotype, or other reporter 
services should diminish by reason of the utilization of an 
electronic sound recording system, necessitating a reduction in 
court reporter staffing, funding for the court reporter position will 
be discontinued one year from the date of the election to the 
electronic sound recording system. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE MAGISTRATE JUDGES SYSTEM 


BACKGROUND INVESTIGATIONS 


Section 4.02 of the Regulations of the Judicial Conference of the United 
States Establishing Standards and Procedures for the Appointment and 
Reappointment of United States Magistrate Judges requires background 
investigations of nominees to magistrate judge positions by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI) prior to appointment. Nominees for full-time magistrate judge 
positions are required to undergo full-field background investigations with a 15- 
year scope and Internal Revenue Service (IRS) tax checks, and nominees for part- 
time magistrate judge positions are required to undergo only FBI name checks and 
IRS tax checks. On recommendation of the Committee on the Administration of 
the Magistrate Judges System, which determined that it is just as important to the 
federal judiciary for part-time magistrate judges to be subject to extensive FBI 
background investigations as full-time magistrate judges, the Judicial Conference 
amended § 4.02 of the regulations to require any new appointee to a part-time 
magistrate judge position to undergo an FBI full-field background investigation, 
with a 15-year scope, prior to appointment. In circumstances involving high 
turnover and recruitment problems due to isolated locations of certain part-time 
magistrate judge positions, the Conference agreed to permit the Committee to 
grant waivers to the requirement for full-field background investigations by the 
FBI, on an individual case basis. 


CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE JUDGE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee and the 
recommendations of the Director of the Administrative Office, the district courts. 
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and the judicial councils of the circuits, the Judicial Conference approved the 
foliowing changes in salaries and arrangements for full-time and part-time 
magistrate judge positions. Changes with a budgetary impact are to be effective 
when appropriated funds are available. 


FIRST CIRCUIT 
District of Rhode Island 


Made no change in the number or location of the magistrate judge 
positions in the district. 


SECOND CIRCUIT 
Northern District of New York 


l. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Syracuse, 
Watertown, or Binghamton; 


2. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at 
Plattsburgh or Champlain from Level 6 ($10,640 per annum) to Level 5 
($20,640 per annum); and 


3. Made no change in the number or location of the other magistrate judge 
positions in the district. 


THIRD CIRCUIT 


Western District of Pennsylvania 


l. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at 
Johnstown from Level 2 ($51,600 per annum) to Level | ($56,760 per 
annum); 

2. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Erie from 


Level 2 ($51,600 per annum) to Level | ($56,760 per annum); and 
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3. Made no change in the number, location, or arrangements of the other 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 
Western District of North Carolina 


Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


Northern District of West Virginia 
l. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at 


Morgantown from Level 5 ($20,640 per annum) to Level 4 ($30,960 per 
annum); and 


nN 


Aade no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
« her magistrate judge positions in the district. 


SIXTH CIRCUIT 
Middle District of Tennessee 


l. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Nashville: 
and 


2. Made no change in the number, location, or arrangements of the other 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


EIGHTH CIRCUIT 
District of Minnesota and District of South Dakota 
Authorized the part-time magistrate judge position at Sioux Falls in the 


District of South Dakota to serve in the adjoining District of Minnesota in 
accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 631(a). 
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Eastern District of Mis: suri 


Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


NINTH CIRCUIT 


District of Arizona 


l. 


% 
ae 


Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Tucson; 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Yuma 
from Level 4 ($30,960 per annum) to Level 2 ($51,600 per annum); and 


3. Made no change in the locations or arrangements of the other magistrate 
judge positions in the district. 

Southern District of California 
Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 

District of Oregon 

l. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Portland; 

2. Discontinued the part-time magistrate judge position at Bend upon the 
appointment of a magistrate judge to fill the newly-authorized position at 
Portland; and 

3. Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 

Western District of Washington 


l. 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at 
Bellingham from Level 7 ($5,160 per annum) to Level 5 ($20,640 per 
annum); and 
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2. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at 
Vancouver from Level 7 ($5,16U per annum) to Level 6 ($10,320 per 
annum). 

TENTH CIRCUIT 

District of Kansas 

l. Authorized a new part-time magistrate judge position at Topeka at Salary 


Level 2 ($51,600 per annum): 


ied 


Upon the appointment of a part-time magistrate judge at Topeka. 
discontinued the part-time magistrate judge position at Leavenworth: and 


3. Made no change in the number or locations of the other magistrate judge 
positions in the district. 


ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 
Northern District of Alabama 


l. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at 
Birmingham: and 


2. Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the other 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


Middle District of Florida 

l. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Orlando: 

2. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Tampa: and 
3. Made no change in the number. locations, or arrangements of the other 


magistrate judge positions in the district. 
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COMMITTEE TO REVIEW: +¢ CUIT COUNCIL 
CONDUCT AND DISABILITY URDERS 


PROCESSING OF PETITIONS FOR REVIEW 


The Rules of the Judicial Conference of the United States for the 
Processing of Petitions for Review of Circuit Council Orders under the Judicial 
Conduct and Disability Act (Rules for the Processing of Petitions for Review) 
govern the handling by the Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct and 
Disability Orders of petitions for Judicial Conference review filed pursuant to 
28 U.S.C. § 372(c 10). These rules do not impose any time limit upon the filing 
of a petition for review with the Conference. Because of the potential problems 
created by the absence of a clear me limit for filing a petition for review, the 
Committee recommended. and the Judicial Conference approved. an amendment 
to Rule 6 of the Rules for the Processing of Petitions for Review to establish a 60- 
day time limit for the filing of a petiton for Ccaference review of final action of a 
circuit council. with an additional 30 days for the filing of cross-petitions. 


As a result of the above amendment. two conf ming changes to the 
Illustrative Rules Governing Complaints of Judicial Misconduct and Disability are 
necessary. On recommendation of the Committee. the Judicial Conference 
approved (a) the deletion of Illustrative Rule | 7(d) (Special rule for decisions of 
judicial council) and the renumbering of the other subsections of Rule | 7: and (b) 
the deletion of the last sentence of [Illustrative Rule | 8(e) (Judge under 
investigation) to conform to the amended Judicial Conference Rule 6. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE 
AND PROCEDURE 


FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedures submitted to the 
Judicial Conference proposed amendments to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 73 
(Magistrate Judges: Tnal by Consent and Appeal Options) and proposed 
amendments abrogating Rules 74 (Method of Appeal From Magistrate Judge to 
District Judge Under Title 28. U.S.C. § 636(c) and Rule 73(d)). 75 (Proceedings 
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on Appeal From Magistrate Judge to District Judge Under Rule 73(d)), and 76 
(Judgment of the District Judge on the Appeal under Rule 73(d) and Costs), and 
revisions of Forms 33 and 34. The proposed amendments were accompanied by 
Committee notes explaining their purpose and intent. These changes were 
proposed to conform to the provisions in the Federal Courts Improvement Act of 
1996 which eliminate the alternative appeal to a district judge from a decision 
entered by a magistrate judge under 28 U.S.C. § 636(c). The Judicial Conference 
approved the amendments for transmission to the Supreme Court for its 
consideration, with the recommendation that they be approved by the Court and 
transmitted to Congress in accordance with the law. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the 
Judicial Conference proposed amendments to Criminal Rule 58 (Procedure for 
Misdemeanors and Other Petty Offenses) together with Committee notes 
explaining their purpose and intent. The proposed amendments conform with the 
provisions in the Federal Courts Improvement Act which modify the procedures 
governing the consent of a defendant to be tried by a magistrate judge. The 
Conference approved the amendments and authorized their transmittal to the 
Supreme Court for its consideration with the recommendation that they be 
adopted by the Court and transmitted to Congress in accordance with the law. 


FEDERAL RULES OF EVIDENCE 


Under 42 U.S.C. § 13942(c), as amended in 1996, the Judicial Conference 
is required to report to Congress on whether the Federal Rules of Evidence should 
be amended, and if so how, “to guarantee that the confidentiality of 
communications between sexual assault victims and their therapists or trained 
counselors will be adequately protected in Federal court proceedings.” The 
Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure prepared a report to Congress, 
which explains that no amendment is necessary to guarantee the fair and adequate 
protection of the confidentiality of these communications in federal court 
proceedings. The Judicial Conference approved the proposed report, which 
concludes that it is not advisable to amend the Evidence Rules to include a special 
privilege for confidential communications between sexual assault victims and 
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their counselors or therapists, for transmission to Congress in accordance with the 
law. 


COMMITTEE ON SECURITY, 
SPACE AND FACILITIES 


COURTROOM SHARING AND MODEL FOR COURTROOM PLANNING 


At this session, the Judicial Conference approved factors recommended by 
the Court Administration and Case Management Committee that encourage courts 
and circuit judicial councils to consider the number of courtrooms to be 
constructed in new and existing facilities for senior judges not drawing caseloads 
requiring substantial use of courtrooms and for visiting judges (see supra, “Space 
Cost Containment,” pp. 17-20). On recommendation of the Security, Space and 
Facilities Committee, the Judicial Conference agreed to incorporate in the United 
States Courts Design Guide (Design Guide) the factors with commentary. 


The Judicial Conference approved a recommendation of the Security, 
Space and Facilities Committee that it endorse the use of an automated planning 
model to assist courts and councils in calculating courtroom requirements in 
courthouse facilities. The Conference also approved the following specific 
planning assumptions for making projections of courtroom requirements. These 
assumptions may be modified by courts and judicial councils based upon actual 
circumstances, so that individual court needs can be considered when making the 
projections: 


a. If a senior judge will be provided with a courtroom, it will be occupied by 
the judge for ten years after taking senior status; 


b. It will take three years for a new judgeship to be established and for the 
judge to begin work once a court’s caseload warrants an additional 


judgeship; 


c. A replacement judge will begin working two years after the judge being 
replaced takes senior status; and 


d. Active judges will take senior status in the ‘ear they are eligible. 
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The Conference agreed to incorporate these factors and planning assumptions in 
the United States Courts Design Guide. 


UNITED STATES COURTS DESIGN GUIDE 


After a comprehensive review of the United States Courts Design Guide, 
including the solicitation of comments from individuals in the private sector, the 
courts, and the General Services Administration (GSA), the Committee on 
Security, Space and Facilities determined to recommend modifications to the 
Design Guide. Among the proposed revisions was the inclusion of policy 
statements in the Design Guide to assist in its use by a wide range of individuals, 
and to ensure that Congress and others involved with making public policy 
decisions about the construction of federal buildings are fully aware of the 
rationale for certain space standards. On recommendation of the Committee, the 
Judicial Conference also approved revisions to the Design Guide that: 


a. emphasize the important role the project budget, long-term durability, and 
maintenance costs play in determining the level and type of interior 
finishes in new courthouses and in renovation projects, and add language 
that precludes the use of exotic hardwoods; 


b. add a new Chapter 2 on general programming and budgetary 
considerations; 


C. incorporate functional requirements recommended by the Committee on 
Automation and Technology and approved by the Conference for use by 
courts and circuit judicial councils when contemplating construction of 
satellite and unstaffed libraries (see supra, “Library Program,” p. 11), and 
also require specific approval by the circuit council of space associated 
with circuit headquarters, satellite, and unstaffed libraries; 


d. reduce the sizes of chambers suites when chambers library collections are 
shared between or among judicial officers, and incorporate designs that 
reduce chambers lawbook costs and do not increase rental costs, as 
optional design configurations to be considered for new construction and 
remodeled space; 
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€. define in more specific terms the amount of space needed to move from 
one space to another (i.¢., circulation space), and prohibit design architects 
and court staff from adding spaces not originally contemplated in design 
programs, including spaces that increase floor size or building volume; 


f. delineate in more specific terms staff office sizes using benchmarks from 
the Court Personnel System; 


g. encourage the use of, and reaffirm the need for, shared use of space 
common to all court offices, such as conference and training rooms and 
staff lavatories, and provide specific standards on the size and number of 
these facilities; 


h. increase the size of magistrate judges’ courtrooms to 1,800 square feet and 
ceiling height to 16 feet; 


i. enccurage sharing of district court courtrooms for large, complex 
bankruptcy proceedings but permit, with specific approval of the circuit 
judicial council, one 2,400 square foot courtroom for large, complex 
bankruptcy proceedings in bankruptcy facilities; and 


j. take no position on locating courtrooms and chambers on separate floors, 
but include this design configuration as an option available to courts 
wishing to incorporate it into construction projects. 


The Conference agreed that changes to the Design Guide will be 
implemented effective with any project, the design of which begins on or after 
April 1, 1997. Any design which already has commenced could be amended 
provided no additional design fees or rental costs will result from the changes. 
Further, the costs of any changes incorporated into the designs of projects whose 
design appropriation already has been enacted will be absorbed from within the 
design budget if the design has not yet commenced. The proposed construction 
budget for these projects will not be increased as a result of incorporating these 
changes. 


The Conference also prohibited any action taken by a court or circuit 
judicial council that would lead to extravagance in courthouse construction or 
renovation; at the same time, the Conference recognized that a pragmatic 
approach to design ensures that courthouses constructed or renovated represent 
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long-term value. In addition, the Conference endorsed transmission to the 
Congress of documentation for any departures from the space standards described 
in the Design Guide approved by the circuit judicial councils. 


FIVE-YEAR COURTHOUSE PROJECT PLAN 


The first five-year plan of courthouse construction projects was approved 
by the Judicial Conference in March 1995 (JCUS-MAR 95, pp. 31-32). The 
judiciary was urged by the Congress and GSA to list the courthouse projects in 
priority order, and in March 1996, the Conference approved criteria for 
prioritizing projects (JCUS-MAR 96, p. 36). At this session, the Conference 
approved an updated five-year plan for the fiscal years 1998 to 2002 as 
recommended by the Committee on Security, Space and Facilities. In addition, 
the Conference agreed to include, as recommended by the General Accounting 
Office, a brief narrative description of each project’s scope, and a description of 
how the criteria used to rank courthouse construction projects were applied to 
each project. 


RELEASE OF COURT FACILITIES 


Last year, upon review by courts and circuit judicial councils of their space 
assignments -- a review prompted by the Judicial Conference-approved Space 
Management Initiatives in the Federal Courts Plan (see JCUS-MAR 96, p. 35), six 
locations without full-time resident judges were identified for release to GSA, for 
a savings to the judiciary of about $400,000 in annual space rental costs. On 
recommendation of the Security, Space and Facilities Committee, the Judicial 
Conference approved for release court facilities at five additional locations 
identified by the courts and circuit councils, as follows, subject to the ability of 
the court to obtain space at each location on an as-needed basis should it continue 
to require accommodations at that location: Clarksdale, Mississippi; Joplin, 
Missouri; St. Joseph, Missouri; Ardmore, Oklahoma; and Guthrie, Oklahoma. 


39 


Judicial Conference of the United States 


OPENING AND CLOSING FACILITIES 


At this session, the Judicial Conference approved, on recommendation of 
the Court Administration and Case Management Committee, a two-stage process 
for evaluating the need for non-resident visiting judge facilities and criteria for 
acquiring and releasing space in probation and pretrial services offices (see supra, 
“Space Cost Containment,” pp. 17-20). To supplement these processes, the 
Security, Space and Facilities Committee recommended, and the Judicial 
Conference agreed, to require a report addressing the criteria approved by the 
Judicial Conference, or circuit council-specific criteria, to accompany any space 
request for a new facility without a judicial officer in permanent residence or for a 
new probation or pretrial services office. 


USE OF COURT FACILITIES BY STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 


The Judicial Conference approved a recommendation of the Security, 
Space and Facilities Committee that, as a cost-savings measure, it strongly 
encourage courts to enter into shared facilities arrangements with state and local 
governments, or other entities. The Conference agreed to direct the 
Administrative Office to develop instructions and procedures for use by courts 
wishing to enter into such arrangements and to provide financial incentives to 
courts consummating agreements with state and local governments or other 
entities, subject to funding availability. 


SPACE MANAGEMENT INITIATIVES PLAN 


Initially, the Space Management Initiatives in the Federal Courts Plan 
called for square footage and dollar allotments to be provided to each circuit 
judicial council. Because personnel staffing and costs are now projected to 
increase at a greater rate than was contemplated when the space rental restrictions 
were first considered by the Conference, it appears that the development of space 
allotments is not financially feasible, and the Committee recommended that the 
Plan be amended. The Committee further recommended that the November 1995 
“Interim Guidelines for Acquisition of Space and Funding of Tenant Alterations,” 
issued by the Administrative Office, should be used to limit future space growth, 
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and that space assignments should be reviewed periodically with a view toward 
controlling costs. The Judicial Conference approved the recommendations of the 
Security, Space and Facilities Committee, as follows: 


a. 


Amended the Space Management Initiatives in the Federal Courts Plan to 
delete the requirement that the AO provide allotments of square footage 
and space funding caps to the judicial councils, and add language 
providing that mechanisms for reducing space costs will be developed for 
use when needed if funding levels in annual financial plans do not support 
the priorities established by the Executive Committee; 


Agreed to require space reduction reports (evaluations of current space 
holdings to determine if space can be used more effectively or released to 
the General Services Administration) to be submitted by circuit councils 
on a biennial basis; 


Agreed to require that space benchmarks, once developed, be used by 
judicial councils when considering space requests. This action will ensure 
that courts and circuit councils examine and evaluate space requests using 
the Design Guide and other space analytical tools, including national space 
utilization averages, in making decisions to acquire space; and 


Endorsed continued use by the AO until further notice of the November 
1995 “Interim Guidelines for Space Acquisition and Tenant Alterations 
Funding” to limit future space growth. 


MAIL BALLOTS 


The Judicial Conference completed two mail ballots since its last session. 


On November 18, 1996, the Conference concluded a ballot approving a report on 
the “optimal utilization of judicial resources thorized the report's 
transmittal to Congress (see supra, “Optimal Uutization of Judicial Resources,” 
pp. 7-8). By mail ballot concluded on January 27, 1997, the Conference 
unanimously endorsed a Judicial Branch Committee proposal to seek legislation 
on judicial compensation (see supra, “Committee Activities,” p. 26). 
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FUNDING 


All of the foregoing recommendations which require the expenditure of 
funds for implementation were approved by the Judicial Conference subject to the 
availability of funds, and subject to whatever priorities the Conference might 
establish for the use of available resources. 


RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 


Except as otherwise specified, the Conference authorized the immediate 
release of matters considered by this session where necessary for legislative or 


administrative action. 
/ rf 
ff Mf, — - 
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Chief Justice df the United States 
Presiding 
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The Judicial Conference of the United States convened in Washington, 
D.C., on September 23, 1997, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of the 
United States issued under 28 U.S.C. § 331. The Chief Justice presided, and the 
following members of the Conference were present: 


First Circuit: 
Chief Judge Juan R. Torruella 


Chief Judge Joseph L. Tauro, 
District ot Massachusetts 


Second Circuit: 
Chief Judge Ralph K. Winter, Jr. 


Chief Judge Peter C. Dorsey. 
District of Connecticut 


Third Circuit: 
Chief Judge Dolores K. Sloviter 
Chief Judge Edward N. Cahn, 


Eastern District of Pennsylvania 


Fourth Circuit: 


Chief Judge J. Harvie Wilkinson II] 
Judge W. Earl Britt, 
Eastern District of North Carolina 


Judicial Conference of the  mied States 
Fifth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Henry A. Politz 
Judge William H. Barbour, Jr.. 
Southern District of Mississippi 
Sixth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Boyce F. Martin, Jr. 
Judge Thomas A. Wiseman, Jr.. 
Middle Distnct of Tennessee 
Seventh Circuit: 
Chief Judge Richard A. Posner 
Chief Judge Michael M. Mihm. 
Central Distnct of Illinois 
Eighth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Richard S. Amoid 
Judge Donald E. O'Bnen. 
Norther Distnct of lowa 
Ninth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Procter Hug, Jr. 
Chief Judge Lloyd D. George. 
District of Nevada 
Tenth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Stephamie K. Seymour 


Judge Clarence A. Bnmmer. 
District of Wyoming 


September 23, 1997 


Eleventh Circuit: 


Chief Judge Joseph W. Hatchett 
Judge Wm. Terrell Hodges, 
Middle District of Florida 


District of Columbia Circuit: 


Chief Judge Harry T. Edwards 
Chief Judge Norma H. Johnson, 
District of Columbia 


Federal Circuit: 

Chief Judge Glenn L. Archer, Jr. 
Court of International Trade: 

Chief Judge Gregory W. Carman 


Circuit Judges Stephen H. Anderson, Emmett R. Cox, Paul V. Niemeyer, 
Norman H. Stahl, and David R. Thompson and District Judges J. Owen Forrester, 
Julia Smith Gibbons, John G. Heyburn, II, D. Lowell Jensen, George P. Kazen, 
Philip M. Pro, Barefoot Sanders, Alicemarie H. Stotler, and Ann C. Williams 
attended the Conference session Linda Ferren, Circuit Executive for the District 
of Columbia Circuit, was also present. 


Senators Orrin Hatch and Patrick J. Leahy spoke on matters pending in 
Congress of interest to the Conference. Attorney General Janet Reno addressed 
the Conference on matters of mutual interest to the judiciary and the Department 
of Justice. 


Leonidas Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts, attended the session of the Conference, as did Clarence A. 
Lee, Jr., Associate Director for Management and Operations; William R. Burchill, 
Jr., Associate Director and General Counsel; Karen K. Siegel, Assistant Director, 
Judicial Conference Executive Secretariat; Michael W. Blommer, Assistant 
Director, Legislative Affairs; Wendy Jennis, Deputy Assistant Director, Judicial 
Conference Executive Secretariat; and David Sellers, Deputy Assistant Director, 
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Public Affairs. Judge Rya W. Zobel and Russell R. Wheeler, Director and Deputy 
Director of the Federal Judicial Center, also attended the session of the 
Conference, as did James Duff, Administrative Assistant to the Chief Justice; 
Mary Ann Willis, Supreme Court Staff Counsel; and judicial fellows Robert 
Clayman, David Pimentel and Harry L. Pohlman. 


REPORTS 


Mr. Mecham reported to the Conference on the judicial business of the 
courts and on matters relating to the Administrative Office. Judge Zobel spoke to 
the Conference about Federal Judicial Center programs, and Judge Richard 
Conaboy, Chairman of the United States Sentencing Commission, reported on 
Sentencing Commission activities. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION 


On recommendation of the Executive Committee, the Judicial Conference 
approved the following names for presentation to the President of the United 
States for appointment, subject to the advice and consent of the Senate, to fill 
vacancies on the United States Sentencing Commission: 


For reappointment: 
Honorable A. David Mazzone, District of Massachusetts. 

For appointment: 
Honorable Peter Beer, Eastern District of Louisiana 
Honorable John C. Coughenour, Western District of Washington 
Honorable William B. Enright, Southern District of California 
Honorable Diana E. Murphy, Eighth Circuit 


Honorable Donald E. O'Brien, Northern District of lowa 
Honorable Gerald E. Rosen, Eastern District of Michigan. 
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AD HOC STRATEGIC PLANNING COMMITTEE OF THE FEDERAL 
JUDICIAL CENTER 


In 1996, the Chief Justice appointed an Ad Hoc Strategic Planning 
Committee of the Federal Judicial Center to review and to make recommendations 
concerning the operations of the Federal Judicial Center (FJC) in relation to its 
statutory missions. The report and recommendations of the Ad Hoc Committee 
were approved by the FJC Board in June 1997. Several of the recommendations 
of the Ad Hoc Committee’s report expressly involve the relationship between the 
Administrative Office and the Federal Judicial Center, including 
recommendations 4 and 7, which concern, respectively, education and training in 
the third branch and the creation of a high-level interagency working group to 
resolve potential interagency conflicts. The Director of the FJC submitted to the 
Executive Committee two motions (identified as Motions A and B) to implement 
these two recommendations. On recommendation of the Executive Committee, 
the Judicial Conference authorized the creation of an ad hoc committee, 
consisting of members of the Conference to be selected and appointed by the 
Chief Justice, to study the merits of Motions A and B related to the Report of the 
Ad Hoc Strategic Planning Committee of the Federal Judicial Center. The ad hoc 
committee is to make a report and recommendation for consideration by the 
March 1998 Judicial Conference. 


The Director of the Federal Judicial Center also proposed a motion 
relating to improved communication between the Director and the Executive 
Committee concerning matters involving the FJC. In response, the Executive 
Committee adopted the following: 


The Executive Committee agrees to consider improved 
means by which the Director of the Federal Judicial Center may 
confer directly with the Committee on matters involving the 
Center’s missions of research and education or the Center itself. 
The Committee is likewise receptive to receiving information 
about the Center’s research activities. 
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RESOLUTIONS 


The Judicial Conference approved a recommendation of the Executive 
Committee to adopt the following resolution in recognition of the substantial 
contributions made by Judicial Conference committee chairs who will complete 
their terms of service in 1997: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States recognizes 
with appreciation, respect and admiration the following judicial 


officers: 


HONORABLE J. OWEN FORRESTER 
Committee on Automation and Technology 


HONORABLE ANN C. WILLIAMS 
Committee on Court Administration and Case Management 


HONORABLE BAREFOOT SANDERS 
Committee on the Judicial Branch 


HONORABLE JAMES K. LOGAN 
Advisory Committee on the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure 


HONORABLE D. LOWELL JENSEN 
Advisory Committee on the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure 


Appointed as committee chairs by Chief Justice William H. 
Rehnquist, these outstanding jurists have played a vital role in the 
administration of the federal court system. These judges served 
with distinction as leaders of their Judicial Conference committees 
while, at the same time, continuing to perform their duties as 
judges in their own courts. They have set a standard of skilled 
leadership and earned our deep respect and sincere gratitude for 
their innumerable contributions. We acknowledge with 
appreciation their commitment and dedicated service to the 
Judicial Conference and to the entire federal judiciary. 
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FINANCIAL MATTERS 


The Committee approved interim fiscal year 1998 financial plans for the 
Salaries and Expenses, Defender Services, Fees of Jurors and Commissioners, and 
Court Security accounts. The Committee authorized the Director of the 
Administrative Office to make technical and other adjustments to these plans, as 
deemed appropriate. In addition, for any year in which the judiciary does not 
receive new appropriations, the Committee authorized the continuation of judicial 
branch operations from all available sources of fees and no-year appropriations, 
subject to any necessary approval of congressional reprogramming requests, until 
such time as those funds are exhausted and under such guidance and direction as 
the Director of the Administrative Office deems appropriate. 


JUDICIAL CONFERENCE COMMITTEE MATTERS 


Every five years each committee of the Judicial Conference must 
recommend to the Executive Committee, with a justification, whether it should be 
maintained or abolished (JCUS-SEP 87, p. 60). Pursuant to this mandate, each 
committee submitted to the Executive Committee a completed self-evaluation 
questionnaire, which was considered by the Executive Committee at its August 
1997 meeting. The Executive Committee made no changes to the committee 
structure itself, but, on request of the respective committees, revised the 
jurisdictional statements of the Committees on Automation and Technology, 
Budget, Court Administration and Case Management, Defender Services, Federal- 
State Jurisdiction, and Judicial Resources. The Executive Committee declined to 
approve a requested modification to the jurisdictional statement of the Intercircuit 
Assignments Committee. 


On recommendation of the Committee on Security, Space and Facilities, 


the Executive Committee changed the name of that committee to the Committee 
on Security and Facilities, effective October |, 1997. 
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MISCELLANEOUS ACTIONS 
The Executive Committee: 


° Agreed, on recommendation of the Committee on the Administration of 
the Magistrate Judges System, to continue the part-time magistrate judge 
position at San Bernardino, California for an additional 180 days or until a 
successor is approved to fill the part-time magistrate judge position at 
Barstow, California, whichever occurs first. 


° Approved a recommendation of the Committee on the Budget that the 
Conference seek an amendment to title 28 permitting the Director of the 
Administrative Office to designate disbursing and certifying officers in the 
third branch. 


° Authorized a 60-day suspension of the $.50 per page miscellaneous 
copying fee in the district and bankruptcy courts of North Dakota to enable 
attorneys impacted by flood conditions in the district to reconstruct their 
files in pending cases (see also infra, “Waivers in Natural Disaster 
Emergencies,” pp. 60-61). 


° Approved a recommendation of the Committee on the Judicial Branch that 
the Judicial Conference take no position on section (2)(a) of H.R. 930 
(105" Congress), which would authorize the Administrator of General 
Services to issue regulations that would require the use of the government- 
issued travel charge card for all payments of expenses of official 
government travel, because it appears not to apply to the judiciary. In the 
event the proposed legislation is amended or clarified to cover the 
judiciary, then the Judicial Conference will oppose it. 


° Agreed to amend the fiscal year 1997 financial plan for the Defender 
Services appropriation to revise the distribution of allocations between 
activities within the plan and to increase the total by up to $5,197,000, and 
to notify Congress of the change. 


° On recommendation of the Committee on Security, Space and Facilities, 
approved the release of space in the Federal Building in Leavenworth, 
Kansas. 
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Tentatively concurred in procedures outlined by the Committee on 
International Judicial Relations for receipt of funds and for international 
travel by judiciary representatives, subject to further review by the 
Executive Committee at a later date. 


Established a mechanism whereby each Judicial Conference committee 
shall periodically review the text of a judicial improvements bill in the 
form in which it was last introduced in Congress with regard to items 
within its jurisdiction, and make specific recommendations to the 
Executive Committee regarding deletions for the next bill. These 
recommendations will be presented for Judicial Conference action, where 
appropriate, by the Executive Committee. 


Authorized the long-range planning liaisons from relevant Conference 
committees to meet annually, if activities warrant. 


Agreed to distribute to the Conference committee chairs for comment a 
document outlining Conference and committee procedures entitled The 
Judicial Conference of the United States and its Committees and to present 
the document to the March 1998 Judicial Conference for its approval. If 
approved, the document will be distributed periodically to all judicial 
officers. 


Approved a request of the Chair of the Committee on Rules of Practice 
and Procedure that the Rules Committee and its advisory committees be 
exempt from the practice of appointing circuit liaisons within the 
committees. 


Affirmed that the Director of the Administrative Office and his staff (in 
consultation with the Chair of the Executive Committee) are the 
designated points of contact for all legislative communications from the 
judiciary. 

Provided comments to Congress for alternatives more appropriate than the 


Administrative Office for funding the local courts of the District of 
Columbia. 
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COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on the Administrative Office reported that it is continuing 
to monitor developments related to pursuing the legislative goal of relieving the 
Administrative Office of its responsibility for supporting the District of Columbia 
Public Defender Service. In addition, the Committee was briefed by the Director 
of the Administrative Office on the status of legislative activity of interest to the 
judiciary and on agency activities. After reviewing the results of a study on the 
Administrative Office’s advisory processes, the Committee endorsed a general 
approach for restructuring the process. The Committee also discussed a report of 
the Ad Hoc Strategic Planning Committee of the Federal Judicial Center and 
noted that some aspects of the report would have an impact on the Administrative 
Office. The Committee endorsed the following statement: 


Recognizing that the director of the Administrative Office has the 
authority to delegate, contract for services, and enter into 
interagency agreements in exercising his responsibilities, the 
director is nonetheless under legal obligations, which include his 
Statutory duties and those assigned to him by the Judicial 
Conference. The director should take no action nor enter into any 
agreement that would prevent or restrict his ability to carry out 
those duties. 


COMMITTEE ON AUTOMATION AND 
TECHNOLOGY 


INTERNET ACCESS AND USE 


The Internet is a global network of networks, enabling computers of all 
kinds to communicate and share information throughout much of the world. 
Demand for access by judges and court staff for information-gathering, research 
and electronic mail outside the judiciary’s Data Communications Network (DCN) 
is increasing. However, there are security risks associated with use of the 
Internet. To balance security concerns with the ability of local courts to provide 
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Internet access, the Judicial Conference approved a policy, recommended by the 
Committee on Automation and Technology, that for any computer connected to 
the DCN, access to the Internet be provided only through national gateway 
connections approved by the Administrative Office pursuant to procedures 
adopted by the Committee on Automation and Technology. 


Experience outside the judiciary has shown that there are four principal 
areas of concern associated with uncontrolled access to the Internet: institutional 
embarrassment, misperception of authority, lost productivity, and capacity 
demand. On recommendation of the Committee, the Conference agreed to urge 
all courts to adopt their own policies establishing local responsibility for 
managing employee access to the Internet and providing guidance on the 
responsible use of the Internet. 


STANDARD ELECTRONIC CITATIONS 


On August 6, 1996, the American Bar Association (ABA) approved a 
resolution calling for state and federal courts to develop a standard, format-neutral 
citation system and recommending a format that could be used. After surveying 
federal judges and providing an opportunity for public comment, including a 
public hearing, the Committee on Automation and Technology recommended that 
the Judicial Conference decline to adopt the ABA’s recommendation on citation 
issues at this time. The Judicial Conference approved the Committee's 
recommendation. The Committee will explore studying the desirability, 
feasibility, and cost of establishing a centrally maintained, publicly accessible 
electronic database of all opinions submitted by federal courts for inclusion in the 
database. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 


BANKRUPTCY JUDGESHIPS 


The Committee on the Administration of the Bankruptcy System evaluated 
the need for 10 temporary bankruptcy judgeship positions that had been 
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authorized pursuant to the Bankruptcy Judgeship Act of 1992 and were due to 
expire with the first vacancies occurring as early as 1998. Based on recent 
judicial workload statistics and other factors, the Committee recommended, and 
the Judicial Conference agreed to take, the following actions: 


a. Transmit to Congress proposed legislation to make permanent the 
temporary judgeships in the District of Puerto Rico and the Northern 
District of Alabama; 

b. Transmit to Congress proposed legislation to extend the temporary 


judgeships for additional five-year periods in the District of South 
Carolina, the Western District of Texas, the Eastern District of Tennessee, 
and the Southern District of Illinois; 


c. Reiterate its recommendation to Congress that the temporary position in 
the District of Delaware be extended to the first vacancy occurring due to 
death, retirement, resignation, or removal in the district that occurs 10 
years or more after the date on which the temporary judgeship was 
originally filled; and 


d. Take no action with regard to the status of the temporary judgeships in the 


District of New Hampshire, the Middle District of North Carolina, and the 
District of Colorado, which will permit the positions to lapse. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 


FISCAL YEAR 1999 BUDGET REQUEST 


In recognition of congressional funding constraints, the Budget Committee 
reduced and adjusted the program committees’ proposed funding levels for the 
fiscal year 1999 budget request. The Judicial Conference approved the Budget 
Committee’s lower budget request for fiscal year 1999, subject to amendments 
necessary as a result of new legislation, actions of the Judicial Conference, or 
other reasons the Director of the Administrative Office considers necessary and 


appropriate. 
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TEMPORARY EMERGENCY FUND 


The temporary emergency fund (TEF) is used for the employment of 
short-term temporary secretaries and law clerks to assist judicial officers in 
emergency situations. Since fiscal year 1996, funds may be reprogrammed 
between the TEF and tenant alterations (JCUS-SEP 95, p. 73). The circuit 
judicial councils oversee the spending of TEF funds, but control over the actual 
funds has remained at the Administrative Office. On recommendation of the 
Budget Committee, the Judicial Conference approved implementation of the 
decentralization of the temporary emergency fund so that the actual allotment of 
the TEF funds will be made to the circuit councils. 


COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONDUCT 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Codes of Conduct reported that since its last report to 
the Judicial Conference in March 1997, the Committee received 39 new written 
inquiries and issued 36 written advisory responses. To date in 1997, the average 
response time for these requests has been 20 days, excluding a response held for 
discussion at the Committee’s meeting. The Chairman received and responded to 
33 telephonic inquiries. In addition, individual Committee members responded to 
61 inquiries from their colleagues. 


COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION 
AND CASE MANAGEMENT 


MISCELLANEOUS FEE SCHEDULES 


Bankruptcy Court. The Judicial Conference is authorized by 28 U.S.C. 
§ 1930(b) to prescribe miscellaneous bankruptcy fees. With significant input 
from the Bankruptcy Committee, which recently undertook a review of the 
Bankruptcy Court Miscellaneous Fee Schedule, the Court Administration and 
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Case Management Committee recommended a number of revisions to the fee 
schedule. The Judicial Conference approved these revisions, which would: 

(a) raise the fee for exemplification of a document because of the additional time 
and resources required (Item 2); (b) eliminate as burdensome to the clerk's office 
the requirement that creditors be notified when an amendment is made to a 
debtor’s schedules of creditors or lists of creditors (Item 4); (c) expand the $30 
administrative fee to apply to all chapters under title 11 and ejiminate the $.50 per 
notice fee (Item 8); (d) eliminate the fee for filing a notice of appeal with the 
bankruptcy court in proceedings arising under the Bankruptcy Act (i.e.. pre-1979) 
(Item 9); (e) eliminate as burdensome to the clerk’s office the $.25 fee for 
processing each claim filed in excess of 10 (Item 10): (f) eliminate the fee for 
“transcribing a record of any proceeding by a regularly employed member of the 
bankruptcy court staff” because it is rarely utilized (Item 11): (g) increase to $35. 
to account for inflation, the fee for the “retrieval of a record from a Federal 
Records Center, National Archives, or other storage location removed from the 
place of business of the court,” provided legislation is enacted permitting the 
judiciary to retain the increase (Item 13); (h) establish that the fee for docketing a 
notice of appeal or cross appeal from a bankruptcy judge’s decision will be equal 
to the fee for filing an appeal from a district court to a court of appeals (Items 16 
and 22); (i) increase the fee for filing a petition ancillary to a foreign proceeding to 
an amount equal to the fee for commencing a chapter |! bankruptcy case. 
contingent upon the enactment of legislation permitting the judiciary to retain the 
resulting increase (Item 17); (j) establish that the fee for “filing a motion to 
terminate, annul, modify, or condition the automatic stay provided under | | 
U.S.C. § 362(a), a motion to compel abandonment of property of the estate 
pursuant to Rule 6007(b) of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure. or a 
motion to withdraw the reference of a case or proceeding under 28 U.S.C. 157(d)” 
will be equal io one-half the fee for instituting a civil action under 28 U.S.C. 

§ 1914(a) (Item 21); and (k) add a new fee for the reopening of bankruptcy cases 
payable upon the filing of the motion to reopen. 


The amended Miscellaneous Fee Schedule for the Bankruptcy Courts 
reads in pertinent part as follows: 


[tem 2: For certification of any document or paper. whether the 
certification is made directly on the document or by separate 
instrument, $5. For exemplification of any document or paper. 
twice the amount of the fee for certification. 


56 


September 23. 1997 
*> = *¢- * 


Item 4: For amendments to a debtor's schedules of creditors or lists 
of creditors. $20 for each amendment, provided the bankruptcy 
judge may, for good cause, waive the charge in any case. 


*>_ +; + * 


Item 8: In all cases filed under title 11, the clerk shall collect from 
the debtor or the petitioner a miscellaneous administrative fee of 
$30. This fee may be paid in installments in the same manner that 
the filing fee may be paid in installments. consistent with the 
procedure set forth in Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 1006. 


Item 9: For filing a motion to reopen a Bankruptcy Code case, a 
fee shall be collected in the same amount as the filing fee 
prescribed by 28 U.S.C. § 1930(a) for commencing a new case on 
the date of reopening, unless the reopening is to correct an 
administrative error or for actions related to the debtor's discharge. 
The court may waive this fee under appropriate circumstances or 
may defer payment of the fee from trustees pending discovery of 
additional assets. 


Item 10: Repealed 


Item 11: Repealed 


*> = + = 


Item 13 (Provided the judiciary is authorized to retain the 
increase): For retrieval of a record from a Federal Records Center. 
National Archives, or other storage location removed from the 
place of business of the court. $35. 


*> s+ + * 
Item 16: For docketing a proceeding on appeal or review from a final 


judgment of a bankruptcy judge pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 158(a) and (b). 
the fee shall be the same amount as the fee for docketing a case on appeal 


it 
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or review to the appellate court as required by item | of the Court of 
Appeals Miscellaneous Fee Schedule. A separate fee shall be paid by each 
party filing a notice of appeal in the bankruptcy court. but parties filing a 
joint notice of appeal in the bankruptcy court are required to pay only one 
fee. 


Item 17 (Provided the judiciary is authonzed to retain the 
increase): For filing a petition ancillary to a foreign proceeding 
under |] U.S.C. § 304. a fee shail be collected in the same amount 
as the filing fee prescribed in 28 U.S.C. § 1930(a3) for a case 
commenced under chapter 11 of ttle 11. 


> = = * * 


Item 21: For filing a motion to terminate. annul. modify. or 
condition the automatic stay provided under § 362 of ttle Il. a 
motion to compel abandonment of property of the estate pursuant 
to Rule 6007(b) of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure. or 
a motion to withdraw the reference of a case or proceeding under 
28 U.S.C. § 157(d). a fee shall be collected in the amount of 
one-half the filing fee prescribed in 28 U.S.C. § 1914{a) for 
instituting any civil action other than a wnt of habeas corpus. Ifa 
child support creditor or its representative is the movant. and if 
such movant files the form required by § 304(g) of the Bankruptcy 
Reform Act of 1994. no fee is required. 


Item 22: For docketing a cross appeal from a bankruptcy court 
determination. the fee shall be the same amount as ihe fee for 
docketing a case on appeal or review to the appellate court as 
required by Item | of the Court of Appeals Miscellaneous Fee 
Schedule. 


District Court. [tem |! of the Distnct Court Miscellaneous Fee 
Schedule. prescribed by the Judicial Conference under 28 U.S.C. § 191446). sets 
out a $50 fee “for admission of attormeys to practice.” Many distnct courts also 
charge local attorney admission fees in addition to the fee set out in the 
Miscellaneous Fee Schedule. There has been some confusion as to whether the 
District Court Miscellaneous Fee Schedule either permits or requires the 
collection of a fee for pro hac vice admission or for a renewal of an attorney s 
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admission to practice. On recommendation of the Committee on Court 
Administration and Case Management, the Judicial Conference amended item 11 
of the Miscellaneous Fee Schedule to clarify that the attorney admission fee 
applies only to original admissions, as follows: 


For original admission of attorneys to practice, $50 each, including 
a certificate of admission. For a duplicate certificate of admission 
or certificate of good standing, $15. 


In addition, the Conference agreed to direct the Administrative Office to inform 
the courts that: (a) the attorney admission fee prescribed in Item 11 of the District 
Court Miscellaneous Fee Schedule does not apply to pro hac vice requests or 
renewals of attorney admission to practice; (b) local courts may charge, at their 
option, a loca! fee above the $50 fee for original admission of attorneys to 
practice, and a fee for pro hac vice admissions and for renewals of an attorney's 
admission to practice; and (c) revenues from local fees may be deposited into a 
district's local non-appropriated funds account. 


The Judicial Conference also approved the recommendation of the Court 
Administration and Case Management Committee that two revisions to the 
Miscellaneous Fee Schedule for the Bankruptcy Courts also be made to similar 
items in the District Court Miscellaneous Fee Schedule. The fee for 
exemplification of any document or paper is increased (Item 3), and the fee for 
“transcribing a record of any proceeding by a regularly employed member of the 
court staff” is eliminated (Item 6). The amended items read as follows: 


Item 3: For certification of any document or paper, whether the 
certification is made directly on the document or by separate 
instrument, $5. For exemplification of any document or paper, 
twice the amount of the fee for certification. 


* * * * * 
Item 6: Repealed 
In addition, the Conference approved for the District Court Miscellaneous Fee 


Schedule an increase to $35 for retrieval of a record from a Federal Records 
Center, National Archives, or other storage location removed from the place of 
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business of the court (Item 8), provided legislation is enacted permitting the 
judiciary to retain the increase. 


Court of Appeals and Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation. As 
was done for the bankruptcy and district courts, the Judicial Conference agreed to 
raise the fee for retrieval of an archived record from $25 to $35 for the courts of 
appeals (Item 8) and for the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation (Item 4). 
This action will be taken upon enactment of legislation permitting the judiciary to 
retain the increase. 


Bankruptcy Appellate Panels. Although authorized to establish 
miscellaneous fee schedules for the appellate, district, and bankruptcy courts, the 
U.S. Court of Federal Claims, and the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 
(28 U.S.C. §§ 1913, 1914, 1926, 1930, and 1932), the Judicial Conference does 
not have authority to establish a separate fee schedule for bankruptcy appellate 
panels (BAPs) established under 28 U.S.C. § 158(b)(1). Moreover, the clerks of 
the BAPs do not have the statutory authority to collect and pay fees into the 
Treasury. In order to establish a mechanism for collecting fees and ensure that 
courts charge the same fees for similar services, the Judicial Conference approved 
a Committee recommendation that it direct the Administrative Office to issue 
interim guidance to all bankruptcy appellate panel clerks to use the Miscellaneous 
Fee Schedule for the Courts of Appeals in determining which fees to charge for 
services provided to the public. All such fees will be collected by the clerk of the 
court of appeals for the circuit in which the BAP exists. 


Search Fee Guidelines. In 1993, the Judicial Conference approved search 
fee guidelines to be utilized in connection with the $15 fee for a search of court 
records imposed under the miscellaneous fee schedules for the district and 
bankruptcy courts in order to provide guidance to the courts and promote 
uniformity in the application of the fee (JCUS-MAR 93, p. 11). In light of 
numerous inquiries regarding the guidelines and policy changes, it appears 
necessary to revise the guidelines to address common questions and clarify certain 
issues. On recommendation of the Committee on Court Administration and Case 
Management, the Judicial Conference delegated authority to the Committee to 
approve certain revisions to the search fee guidelines and all future revisions. 


Waivers in Natural Disaster Emergencies. The Judicial Conference has 
adopted a general policy to allow a waiver of the miscellaneous fees associated 


60 


September 23, 1997 


with obtaining copies of documents required by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency in applying for emergency aid in pending cases (JCUS- 
MAR 95, p. 15). This year, due to spring flooding in North Dakota, it was 
necessary for the Executive Committee to consider a request, not covered by the 
Conference policy, for a waiver of copy fees for lawyers who needed to 
reconstruct their files in pending cases (see supra, “Miscellaneous Actions,” 

p. 50). In order to save time during disasters and avoid piecemeal requests, the 
Judicial Conference approved a Committee recommendation to delegate authority 
to the Director of the Administrative Office to grant waivers of miscellaneous 
fees, excluding filing fees, following a natural disaster for a set period of time not 
to exceed one year, upon the request of the chief judge of the affected court. 


STATUTORY FEE CHANGES 


Bankruptcy Court. Under current law, if a bankruptcy case filed under 
chapter 7 or 13 is converted to chapter 11, a fee of $400 is collected; yet the 
current fee for filing a bankruptcy case under chapter 11 is $800. To correct this 
inconsistency, the Court Administration and Case Management Committee, with 
input from the Bankruptcy Committee, recommended that legislation be sought to 
amend 28 U.S.C. § 1930(a) to increase the amount of the fee for converting a 
chapter 7 or 13 case to a case under chapter 11 so that the petitioner will pay the 
same total fees as if the case had originally commenced under chapter 11. The 
Judicial Conference approved the recommendation. It is suggested that the 
allocation of this fee be the same as if the case were originally filed as a chapter 
11 case, i.e., apportioned among the U.S. Trustee System Fund, the judiciary’s 
Salaries and Expenses account, and the U.S. Treasury’s General Fund. 


Similarly, the Judicial Conference approved a Committee recommendation 
to seek legislation to amend 28 U.S.C. § 1930(a)(2) to increase the chapter 9 filing 
fee to the same amount as provided in 28 U.S.C. § 1930(a)(3) for commencing a 
case under chapter 11, provided legislation is enacted to permit the judiciary to 
retain the resulting increase in fees. 


In addition, the Judicial Conference approved a recommendation of the 
Court Administration and Case Management Committee that it seek legislation to 
amend the statute that currently permits the judiciary to retain revenue from all 
fees after Item 18 of the Miscellaneous Fee Schedule for the Bankruptcy Courts so 
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that the judiciary can continue to retain those fees now retained and any newly 
created fees, without reference to a specific number in the fee schedule. 


Court of Federal Claims. Under the Federal Courts Improvement Act of 
1982 (Public Law No. 97-164) the Judicial Conference has the authority to 
prescribe fees to be charged by the Court of Federal Claims. Pursuant to that 
authority, in September 1996, the Conference raised to $150 the filing fee for the 
Court of Federal Claims, provided legislation was enacted permitting the judiciary 
to keep the increase (JCUS-SEP 96, p. 54). Under 28 U.S.C. § 2520, the filing fee 
that can be charged by the Court of Federal Claims appears to be limited to $120; 
however, this statute predates the 1982 Federal Courts Improvement Act and is no 
longer necessary. On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference 
agreed to propose legislation to repeal 28 U.S.C. § 2520. 


Fees for Technology Resources. Under section 404 of Public Law 
No. 101-151, the Judicial Conference shall prescribe reasonable fees to be 
collected by the federal courts for providing public access to information available 
in electronic form. This authority does not appear to extend to charging fees for 
the use of other technology provided by the courts (e.g., teleconferencing, 
electronic filing, and evidence presentation). The Judicial Conference approved a 
Committee recommendation to seek legislation that would: 


a. Authorize the Judicial Conference to prescribe reasonable fees for use of 
information technology resources provided by the courts for improved 
access to, and efficiency of, the court; 


b. Authorize the courts to collect and retain those fees for deposit into the 
Judiciary Information Technology Fund; and 


C. Make the fees so deposited available to the Director of the Administrative 
Office, without fiscal year limitation, for reinvestment in information 
technology resources for purposes of improved court access and 
efficiency. 
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DIGITAL AUDIO COURT RECORDING 


Digital audio recording is a computer-based system with features similar 
to audio recording systems, except that the recorded proceedings are stored and 
retrieved through the use of a computer, requiring specialized hardware and 
software. Potential benefits associated with the use of digital audio recording 
include: enhanced sound quality; immediate and remote access to segments of the 
record; savings in storage space; and for simultaneous recording, playback, note- 
taking and transcribing capabilities for users. As a new method of taking the 
record, digital audio recording cannot be utilized, even on an experimental basis, 
without Judicial Conference approval. Since it has been the practice of the 
Judicial Conference to test new methods of court reporting before approving their 
use on a permanent basis, the Conference approved a Committee on Court 
Administration and Case Management recommendation that it: 


a. Authorize the use of digital audio recording equipment as a method of 
recording court proceedings for the limited purpose of studying its use in 
selected courtrooms; 


b. Authorize a study of digital audio recording during a one-year period in a 
minimum of two district, two magistrate judge, and two bankruptcy 
courtrooms; and 


c. Delegate authority to the Court Administration and Case Management 
Committee to select the study courts, with the recognition that courts 
selected for this study may be participating in other ongoing study efforts, 
such as the Electronic Courtroom Project of the Committee on Automation 
and Technology. 


CIVIL JUSTICE REFORM ACT 


Statistical Reporting. In March 1997, the Judicial Conference, in 
approving its final Civil Justice Reform Act (CJRA) report to Congress, 
determined that the CJRA public reporting requirements should remain in effect 
beyond the Act’s sunset date (JCUS-MAR 97, pp. 15-16). To ensure more 
accurate and consistent statistical reporting in and among districts, the Judicial 
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Conference, at this session, approved a recommendation of the Court 
Administration and Case Management Committee that it require courts to use a 
new ICMS/CJRA software program (Release 96CJO1) beginning with the 
reporting of statistics relating to pending motions, bench trials, and three-year-old 
cases for the period ending March 31, 1998. 


Role of Chief Judge. In October 1971, the Judicial Conference adopted a 
report entitled “Program for Prompt Disposition of Protracted, Difficult, or 
Widely Publicized Cases,” that provided specific powers to the chief judge to 
ensure the prompt disposition of cases (JCUS-OCT 71, pp. 71-74). Although the 
program is not widely known and is rarely used, the Committee on Court 
Administration and Case Management was of the view that it is valuable in the 
management of cases. On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial 
Conference reaffirmed its October 1971 adoption of the report. 


SIZE OF GRAND JURIES 


Legislation has been introduced (H.R. 1536, 105" Congress) that would 
amend 18 U.S.C. § 3321 to reduce federal grand juries to not less than nine nor 
more than thirteen persons, and require seven jurors to concur in the return of an 
indictment, as long as at least nine jurors were present. Although this proposal 
would result in cost savings for the judiciary, the Court Administration and Case 
Management Committee was of the view that there are also numerous non- 
monetary considerations that must be taken into account and that any proposed 
change to decrease the size of grand juries should be aired through the deliberative 
rulemaking process. The Judicial Conference approved a recommendation of the 
Committee that the Conference take no position at this time on H.R. 1536, related 
to the size of grand juries, and refer the issue to the Committee on Rules of 
Practice and Procedure for consideration under the Rules Enabling Act 
rulemaking process. 


JUDICIAL REFORM ACT OF 1997 


In May 1997, the Judicial Conference considered by mail ballot three 
sections of the draft Judicial Reform Act of 1997 (H.R. 1252, 105" Congress), 
that would have a major impact on the judiciary (see infra, “Judicial Reform Act 
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of 1997,” pp. 71 and 81-82, and “Mail Ballots,” pp. 84-85). The proposed bill 
was subsequently revised, and the Committee on Court Administration and Case 
Management made recommendations concerning a number of new or revised 
provisions of the bill. The Conference approved the recommendations of the 
Committee and agreed to (a) continue to oppose the proposed revision to 28 
U.S.C. § 464 concerning the reassignment of a civil case as a matter of right upon 
motion by a party; (b) oppose section 7 of the bill, regarding random assignment 
of habeas corpus cases, because it would limit the flexibility of the courts to 
administer court operations in the most efficient and effective way; and (c) oppose 
section 8 of the bill, regarding the authority of the individual presiding judge to 
allow cameras 1n the appellate courts, because it is contrary to Conference policy, 
which gives each appellate court the authority to determine whether to permit 
cameras in the courtroom. 


COMMITTEE ON CRIMINAL LAW 


JUVENILE CRIME LEGISLATION 


In Congress’ last two sessions, juvenile crime has become a priority issue, 
and the chairs of the Committee on Criminal Law have written to members of 
Congress expressing the Committee’s concerns on a number of legislative 
proposals dealing with juvenile crime. The Committee recommended that the 
Judicial Conference itself go on record as opposing the unwarranted federalization 
of juvenile crime, a position which is a logical and consistent application of the 
Conference’s longstanding opposition to federalization of crime traditionally 
prosecuted at the state and local levels. The Judicial Conference agreed to (a) 
reaffirm its long-standing position that criminal prosecutions should be limited to 
those offenses that cannot or should not be prosecuted in state courts; (b) affirm 
that this policy is particularly applicable to the prosecution of juveniles; and (c) 
endorse the concerns previously expressed by the Committee on Criminal Law to 
Congress regarding recent juvenile crime legislation. See also infra, “Juvenile 
Crime Legislation,” p. 70. 


65 


Judicial Conference of the United States 


PRETRIAL SERVICES OFFICES 


In an effort to determine whether savings could be achieved by providing 
pretrial services through probation offices rather than separate pretrial services 
offices, the Committee on Criminal Law undertook an analysis of the 
management and administrative support in the 42 courts with separate offices. 
After full consideration of the results of the analysis, the Committee 
recommended, and the Judicial Conference agreed, to affirm the principle that 
decisions regarding the form of organization with which to provide pretrial 
services should continue to be made by individual district courts and their 
respective circuit councils. The Conference also authorized the distribution of the 
Committee on Criminal Law’s Report on the Study of Savings in Probation and 
Pretrial Services to all chief district judges and chief probation and pretrial 
services officers. 


FICTITIOUS LIENS AGAINST JUDICIAL OFFICERS 


The practice of filing fictitious liens against judicial officers and federal 
officials, in an effort to harass, is a long-standing one. The Department of Justice, 
which is charged through its United States attorneys’ offices to represent federal 
officials in response to these liens, has indicated that it is in the process of drafting 
legislation that would make it a federal offense to file a fictitious harassing lien. 
On recommendation of the Committee on Criminal Law, the Judicial Conference 
agreed to support legislation to be proposed by the Department of Justice that 
would create a new federal criminal oifense for harassing or intimidating a federal 
official, including a judicial officer, with respect to the performance of official 
duties, including filing a lien on the real or personal property of that government 
official. 


VICTIMS’ RIGHTS LEGISLATION 


In March 1997, the Judicial Conference determined to take no position on 
a proposed victims’ rights constitutional amendment at that time, but authorized 
the Committee on Criminal Law, with the help of the Committee on Federal-State 
Jurisdiction and in consultation with the Chair of the Executive Committee, to 
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maintain contact with Congress to make known the concerns of the judiciary on 
the impact of the amendment (JCUS-MAR 97, p. 21). No position was taken on a 
Statutory approach to victims’ rights. Subsequently, the Conference was asked for 
its views on victims rights legislation proposed as an alternative to a 
constitutional amendment. On recommendation of the Criminal Law Committee. 
the Conference approved by mail ballot concluded on April 14, 1997, transmittal 
of a letter to Congress expressing a strong preference for a statutory approach to 
victims’ rights over a constitutional amendment. The Conference took no 

position on the specifics of the proposed legislation. See infra. “Mail Ballots.” 

pp. 84-85. 


COMMITTEE ON DEFENDER SERVICES 


DEATH PENALTY REPRESENTATION 


As part of its continuing effort to contain the cost of federal capital habeas 
corpus litigation, the Defender Services Committee, while acknowledging 
variation among the circuits in local legal culture and state court practice. 
recommended establishment of a further mechanism (in addition to the sound 
discretion of the presiding judicial officer) to ensure that Criminal Justice Act 
(CJA) expenditures in capital habeas corpus cases are reasonable. The Judicial 
Conference agreed to urge each circuit judicial council to establish a special 
process for review of any state death penalty habeas corpus case within the circuit 
in which attorney compensation exceeds $100,000. Each circuit judicial council 
should notify the Judicial Conference of the procedures adopted by providing a 
written copy to the Conference Secretary. 


DISCLOSURE OF COURT APPOINTED ATTORNEYS’ FEES 


The Disclosure of Court Appointed Attorneys’ Fees and laxpaver Right to 
Know Act of 1997 (S. 598, 105"" Congress) would amend the CJA to require 
public disclosure of attorneys’ fees, including payment vouchers. upon their 
approval by the court. Judges would be required to disclose CJA payment 
information during the pendency of a case. The CJA currently provides for the 
disclosure of “amounts paid” rather than actual vouchers and does not indicate the 
timing of the disclosure. The Defender Services Committee expressed a number 


67 


Judicial Conference of the United States 


of concerns with the bill, including the extent of detail required to be disclosed, 
the timing of the disclosure, and the bill’s potential limitation on judicial 
discretion in this area. On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial 
Conference determined to take no position on S. »°8, but to provide information 
to Congress concerning the impact of the bill on the administration of justice. 


CIVIL ASSET FORFEITURE REFORM ACT 


The Civil Asset Forfeiture Reform Act (H.R. 1965, 105" Congress) would, 
among other things, give courts discretion to appoint counsel to represent 
financially eligible claimants in civil asset forfeiture proceedings and to approve 
compensation at rates equivalent to those provided for representation under the 
CJA; authorize the appropriation of additional funds under the CJA for such 
purpose; and afford the government an opportunity to present evidence and 
examine the claimant at a required hearing to determine whether to appoint 
counsel. A number of issues are implicated in this legislative proposal including 
how funding for appointed counsel will be provided and whether counsel may be 
provided prior to the hearing regarding appointment of counsel. On 
recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference agreed to 
communicate the following to Congress: 


a. (1) Its preference that, consistent with current Conference policy 
expressed in the proposed Federal Courts Improvement Act (H.R. 2294. 
105" Congress), the judiciary be reimbursed from the Department of 
Justice Asset Forfeiture Fund and the Department of Treasury Asset 
Forfeiture Fund for representational services provided in civil asset 
forfeiture proceedings under H.R. 1965; and 


(2) The necessity ‘such services are to be paid from the Defender 
Services appropriation, that sufficient additional funds be appropriated for 


that purpose; 


b. That important considerations flow from the government's role in 
examining a claimant at the hearing regarding appointment of counsel 
under H.R. 1965. Claimants may need counsel at such hearings to protect 
their Fifth Amendment right against self-incrimination and Sixth 
Amendment right to counsel, which would add to the cost of furnishing 
representation. Although H.R. 1965 does not contemplate the 
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appointment of counse! before that hearing, the bill should permit such 
appointment where there is reason to believe that the claimant could be 
subject to a criminal prosecution, civil or criminal contempt, or loss of 
liberty (see paragraph 2.01F(2) of the Guidelines for the Administration of 
the Criminal Justice Act); and 


c. That due to the potential scope ond duration of services which might be 
required of counsel, the bill should provide that the case compensation 
maximum applicable to the appointment of counsel for a person charged 
with a felony under the CJA should apply to the appointment of counsel 
pursuant to H.R. 1965 for a claimant in a civil asset forfeiture proceeding. 


DEFENDER ORGANIZATION FUNDING REQUESTS 


Under its delegated authority from the Judicial Conference ('CUS-MAR 
89, pp. 16-17), the Defender Services Committee approved a tuial of $360,400 in 
increases to fiscal year 1997 budgets for five federal public defender 
organizations. 


COMMITTEE ON. éx. -STATE 
JURISDICTION 


NATIONAL JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS 


In 1990, the Judicial Conference and the Conference of Chief Justices 
(CCJ) approved the creation of the National Judicial Council of State and Federal 
Courts (JCUS-MAR 90, p. 18). The Council was established to consider matte ; 
referred to it by the Judicial Conference or the CCJ relating to issues of mutu- 
concern to the state and federal courts; advise the Judicial Conference and tt 
CCJ on improving the relationship between the two court systems; and see’ 
methods to enhance the operations of the local state-federal judicial counc -s. 
During much of its existence, the Council struggled with defining its unique 
responsibilities in the state and federal judicial systems, and it has been inactive 
since 1994. On recommendation of the Federal-State Jurisdiction Committee, the 
Judicial Conference joined the CCJ in agreeing to abolish the National Judicial 
Council of State and Federal Courts, understanding that the work of the Council 
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will be continued by the Judicial Conference Committee on Federal-State 
Jurisdiction and the State-Federal Relations Committee of the CCJ. 


JUVENILE CRIME LEGISLATION 


Several legislative proposals pending in the 105" Congress would enhance 
the opportunities for prosecuting juveniles in federal court. either as juveniles or 
as adults, and would expand federal criminal jurisdiction over gang-related 
activity. The Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction concurred in the 
recommendation of the Committee on Criminal Law, approved by the Judicial 
Conference at this session, that juvenile prosecutions in federal court should be 
limited to those that cannot or should not be prosecuted in state courts (see supra 
“Juvenile Crime Legislation,” p. 65). As a supplement to that position, on 
recommendation of the Federal-State Jurisdiction Committee. the Judicial 
Conference recognized that the appropriate age for prosecuting juveniles as adults 
in federal court for a violation of federal law is a policy matter to be determined 


by Congress. 


PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS LEGISLATION 


The Private Property Rights Implementation Act of 1997 (H.R. 1534. 
105" Congress) is intended to “simplify and expedite access to the Federal courts 
for injured parties whose rights and privileges. secured by the United States 
Constitution, have been deprived by final actions of federal agencies or other 
government officials or entities acting under color of state law.” The Committee 
on Federal-State Jurisdiction identified issues in this novel legislation. The bill 
would alter deeply ingrained federalism principles by prematurely involving the 
federal courts in property regulatory matters that have historically been processed 
at the state and local levels. The bill may also adversely affect the administration 
of justice and delay the resolution of property claims. For example. H.R. 1534 
would: restrict the use of the abstention doctrine in takings. as well as 
non-takings, cases; codify the takings provisions within 28 U.S.C. § 1343, which 
may create confusion because of ihe availability of the general jurisdictional 
statute, 28 U.S.C. § 1331; and result in imprudent or inefficient procedures 
because of the restrictions on the use of the abstention doctrine and the 
liberalization of the requirement of ripeness. The Judicial Conference approved 
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ihe Committee’s recommendation to express these concerns to Congress 
regarding the proposed legislation. 


JUDICIAL REFORM ACT OF 1997 


Section 2 of the Judicial Reform Act of 1997 (H. R. 1252. 105" Congress) 
would require three-judge panels to consider applications for interlocutory or 
permanent injunctions restraining, on the ground of unconstitutionality. the 
enforcement. operation or execution of state laws adopted by referendum. In 
addition, these three-judge panels would be required to expedite consideration of 
applications for injunctions, and their decisions would be appealable directly to 
the Supreme Court. At its September 1995 session. the Judicial Conference 
unanimously opposed an identical provision and reaffirmed its longstanding 
opposition to three-judge panels generally (JCUS-SEP 95, pp. 83-85). In taking 
this position, the Conference recognized that it would likely apply in only a 
limited number of cases. In a mail ballot concluded on May 9. 1997. the Judicial 
Conference voted to adhere to its 1995 position and to oppose section 2 of H. R. 
1252. See infra, “Mail Ballots,” pp. 84-85. 


Section 5 of the Judicial Reform Act of 1997 would prohibit a district 
court from entering any order or approving any settlement that requires a state or 
political subdivision of a state to impose. increase. levy. or assess any tax for the 
purpose of enforcing any federal or state common law. or any statutory or 
constitutional nght or law, unless the court makes cei tain findings. The 
Committee on Federal-State Junsdiction recommended that the Judicial 
Conference oppose section 5 of H. R. 1252 because it may interfere with the 
ability of federal courts to fulfill their obligation to enforce remedies required by 
statute and to fashion appropriate remedies for constitutional violations. The 
Committee also noted that section 5 raises serious problems of judicial 
administration. By mail ballot. the Judicial Conference concurred with the 
Committee and voted to oppose section 5. See infra. “Mail Ballots.” pp. 84-85. 
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COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Financial Disclosure reported that as of July 10. 1997. 
the Committee had received 2.899 financial disclosure reports and certifications 
for the calendar year 1996, including |.187 reports and certifications from 
Supreme Court justices. Article II] judges. and judicial officers of special courts: 
324 from bankruptcy judges: 457 from magistrate judges: and 931 from judicial 
emplovees. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments reported that during the 
period from January |. 1997 to June 30. 1997. a total of 104 intercircuit 
assignments. undertaken by 72 Supreme Court justices and Article III judges. 
were processed and recommended by the Committee and approved by the Chef 
Justice. In addition. the Committee aided courts requesting assistance in 
identifving judges willing to take assignments. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
JUDICIAL RELATIONS 


FUNDING FOR INTERNATIONAL JUDICIAL PROGRAMS 


The Committee on Intemational Judicial Relations was offered a grant by 
the United States Agency for International Development (USAID) of $500,000 for 
the Committee to continue its work with international education programs similar 
to two programs held in recent vears pursuant to a 1994 interagency agreement. 
On recommendation of the Committee. the Judicial Conference agreed to accept 
the $500,000 grant from USAID to use for international judicial-related projects 
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and programs. As was the case with the two prior programs, the Executive 
Committee will be asked to approve the specific programs. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 


JUDICIAL COMPENSATION 


On recommendation of the Committee on the Judicial Branch, which has 
been working tirelessly to obtain an adequate level of compensation for the federal 
judiciary, the Judicial Conference approved the following resolution: 


That federal judges, Members of Congress, and top officials in the 
executive branch should receive a cost-of-living salary adjustment, 
as provided by the Ethics Reform Act of 1989. Such an adjustment 
to the compensation of these officials is necessary to protect them 
from increases in the cost-of-living that have occurred since their 
last such adjustment in January 1993. 


CERTIFICATION OF SENIOR JUDGES 


The Federal Courts Improvement Act of 1996 (Public Law No. 104-317) 
amended 28 U.S.C. § 371(f) to permit a senior judge to obtain retroactive 
certification as eligible for salary increases when additional workload in a 
subsequent year is sufficient to offset reduced workload in a prior year. In 
addition, the Act permits retired judges to aggregate administrative work with 
judicial work, although only one-half of the administrative work performed by a 
judge may be aggregated. On recommendation of the Committee on the Judicial 
Branch, the Judicial Conference approved conforming amendments to the Rules 
for Certification of Senior Judges, which are published in the Guide to Judiciary 
Policies and Procedures, Vol \l1,Ch. Vil. The revised rules leave circuit chief 
judges ample discretion to implement the certification process. 
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JUDGES’ TRAVEL REGULATIONS 


Non-Prescribed Meetings. Under the Travel Regulations for United 
States Justices and Judges (published in the Guide to Judiciary Policies and 
Procedures, Vol. lll, Ch. XV), official travel generally falls into three categories: 
judicial sittings, prescribed meetings, and other travel. A judge needs no advance 
authorization to travel for judicial sittings or for prescribed meetings, such as 
Judicial Conference committee meetings, but with respect to other travel, the 
travel regulations have dealt only with certain types of non-prescribed meetings, 
such as meetings of judges’ associations and bar associations, and have not 
contemplated others, such as meetings between government agencies (foreign, 
federal, state, or local), universities, community organizations, and other entities. 
The Committee on the Judicial Branch recommended that the Judicial Conference 
amend the Travel Regulations for Justices and Judges to address the issue of how, 
as Well as how many, judges may be designated as spokespersons for the judiciary 
at a non-prescribed meeting; to provide for approval by the chair of the Executive 
Committee when more than one judge is designated to travel abroad at judiciary 
expense; and to eliminate the necessity for clearance of the travel by the Director 
of the Administrative Office. The Conference approved the recommendation. 


Senior Judges. Section 374 of title 28, United States Code, relieves a 
retired judge of any restrictions as to his or her residence and establishes that the 
judge’s official station for purposes of computation of travel expenses shall be the 
city or town where he or she actually lives, whether or not court is held at such 
place. This provision enables a senior judge sitting by designation and assignment 
to be reimbursed for travel expenses commensurate with the distance actually 
traveled from home to the place of assignment and was intended to encourage the 
utilization of the services of retired judges and overcome their reluctance to accept 
assignments away from their homes. Although unaware of any abuse of the 
present reimbursement mechanism, the Committee was concerned about the 
potential unfavorable perceptions of it by those who are not knowledgeable about 
the generous workload contributions of senior judges. The Committee 
recommended, and the Conference approved, an amendment to the judges’ travel 
regulations to require that a senior judge who has a principal residence outside the 
jurisdiction of the court to which the senior judge is designated and assigned (the 
“home court”), including a judge who resides outside the United States and its 
territories, be prohibited from receiving reimbursement of trave! and subsistence 
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expenses for travel back to the judge’s home court unless such travel is cleared by 
the chief judge of the circuit in which the judge was commissioned. 


MILITARY SURVIVOR BENEFIT PLAN 


Under current law, judges in regular active service, unlike other federal 
employees who are military retirees, do not have contributions made to the 
Military Survivor Benefit Plan on their behalf from the military retirement fund. 
To correct this anomaly, the Judicial Conference approved a recommendation of 
the Committee that legislation be pursued to amend 28 U.S.C. § 371 to provide 
for contributions to be made to the Military Survivor Benefit Plan from a judge’s 
military retired pay before the balance of such pay is returned to the United States 
Treasury as required by law. 


PARTICIPATION IN THE MILITARY READY RESERVE 


The Department of Defense is updating a longstanding directive which 
provides that federal employees who occupy key positions (including the Vice 
President, Members of Congress, and Article III judges) shall be transferred from 
the Ready Reserve to the Standby Reserve or Retired Reserve or, where 
appropriate, discharged. It requested the judiciary’s comments. On 
recommendation of the Committee on the Judicial Branch, the Judicial 
Conference agreed to respond to this request by suggesting that an exception be 
included in Department of Defense Directive 1200.7 that would allow an Article 
III judge to continue to be a member of the Ready Reserve upon certification by 
the chief judge of the affected judge’s circuit that the mobilization of the Article 
II] judge concerned will not seriously impair the capability of the judge’s court to 
function effectively. 


COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL RESOURCES 


CIRCUIT EXECUTIVES’ OFFICES 


In September 1991, the Judicial Conference approved a staffing 
methodology and staffing ceiling for circuit executives’ offices. The ceiling was 


75 


Judicial Conference of the United States 


subsequently adjusted to include additional positions. Three permanent positions 
above the ceiling were requested (one in the Third Circuit and two in the Eighth 
Circuit), but the Committee on Judicial Resources recommended that only one 
three-year temporary position (for the Eighth Circuit) be approved beginning in 
fiscal year 1999. The Judicial Conference approved the Committee's 
recommendation. 


COURT PERSONNEL SYSTEM QUALIFICATIONS STANDARDS 


In September 1993, the Judicial Conference approved development of the 
Court Personnel System, which lets courts request delegated authority for 
personnel actions involving classification, qualifications and compensation, but 
does not permit exceptions to qualification standards (JCUS-SEP 93, pp. 49-50). 
In response to requests from court unit executives, the Judicial Resources 
Committee recommended and the Judicial Conference agreed to permit the 
following exceptions to be made to the qualifications standards, except for 
minimum educational requirements for professional line positions, on a case-by- 
case basis for the following Court Personnel System positions: (1) those subject to 
recruitment difficulties as evidenced by high turnover, lack of qualified 
applicants, etc.; and (2) those for which the applicant has legal, paralegal, or 
graduate education directly related to the position to be filled. The Administrative 
Office will grant these exceptions for the first year with the understanding that 
future delegation to the courts is possible. 


EARLY RETIREMENT AUTHORITY 


In fiscal years 1996 and 1997, the Office of Personnel Management 
approved an “early-out” retirement authority for use by the judiciary. This 
authority has proven to be a useful management tool for many court units in the 
restructuring of their organizations. The Judicial Conference approved a Judicial 
Resources Committee recommendation to authorize all court units in fiscal year 
1998 to offer early retirement to eligible employees in order to facilitate 
reorganization as a result of budget restrictions, workload changes, or other good 
management reasons. Implementation of this action is contingent upon a grant of 
authority by the Office of Personnel Management. 
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STUDENT LABOR 


The child labor provisions of the Fair Labor Standards Act (FLSA) set 14 
years as the lowest age for employing students. Although judiciary practices 
comply with these child labor provisions of the FLSA, written policies in the 
Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures fail to reflect current practices. 
Specifically, the judiciary’s written policy on age restrictions sets 16 as the 
minimum age for employing students. In addition, the FLSA sets detailed rules 
on when students may work, while the judiciary policy has a more general rule for 
student workers. Because the judiciary has stated in its report on the 
Congressional Accountability Act (CAA) that its practices comply with the child 
labor provisions of the FLSA (see Study of Judicial Branch Coverage Pursuant to 
the Congressional Accountability Act of 1995, December, 1996), the Judicial 
Conference approved a Committee recommendation that a technical amendment 
be made to the Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures to mirror the FLSA 
requirements with respect to age and hours of employment of student employees. 


REALTIME COURT REPORTING 


In March 1996, the Judicial Conference approved realtime transcript rates, 
with the fee paid for an unedited realtime transcript, set at $2.50 per page, to be 
credited towards the certified transcript fee (JCUS-MAR 96, p. 26). Concerns 
have been expressed that this rate structure has not offered court reporters 
adequate incentive to provide realtime services. On recommendation of the 
Judicial Resources Committee, the Judicial Conference approved a modification 
to the transcript fee rates for realtime unedited transcripts provided by certified 
realtime reporters to establish the maximum page rate authorized for the provision 
of realtime services, including the production and distribution of a realtime 
unedited transcript, to be $1 per page. Litigants who order realtime services, and 
subsequently order an original certified transcript of the same proceeding, will not 
receive a credit toward the purchase cost of the certified transcript. 


77 


Judicial Conference of the United States 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE MAGISTRATE JUDGES SYSTEM 


AD HOC RECALL REGULATIONS 


The Committee on the Administration of the Magistrate Judges System 
recommended that the ad hoc recall regulations for magistrate judges be revised to 
clarify that certain magistrate judges recalled on less than a full-time basis may 
continue to practice law while on recall status, subject to the limitations set forth 
in the Code of Conduct for United States Judges governing part-time judicial 
officers and the Conflict-of-Interest Rules for Part-Time Magistrate Judges. The 
Judicial Conference approved the recommendation, amending section 3 of the 
Regulations of the Judicial Conference of the United States Establishing 
Standards and Procedures for the Recall of United States Magistrate Judges to 
State that a retired magistrate judge recalled to serve under 28 U.S.C. § 636(h) on 
less than a full-time basis who has retired under chapter 83 or 84 of title 5, United 
States Code, shall be subject to 28 U.S.C. § 632(b) which deals with part-time 
magistrate judges, the Code of Conduct for United States Judges governing part- 
time magistrate judges, and the Conflict-of-Interest Rules for Part-Time 
Magistrate Judges. 


CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE JUDGE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee and the 
recommendations of the Director of the Administrative Office, the district courts, 
and the judicial councils of the circuits, the Judicial Conference approved the 
following changes in positions, salaries, and arrangements for full-time and part- 
time magistrate judge positions. Changes with a budgetary impact are to be 
effective when appropriated funds are available. 


FIRST CIRCUIT 
District of Massachusetts 
Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the 


magistrate judge positions in the district. 
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District of Puerto Rico 


Made no change in the number, location, or arrangements of the magistrate 
judge positions in the district. 


SECOND CIRCUIT 
District of Connecticut 


Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


THIRD CIRCUIT 

New Jersey 

l. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Fort 
Monmouth (or Fort Dix) from Level 2 ($51,600 per annum) to Level | 
($56,760 per annum); and 


2. Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


Middle District of Pennsylvania 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 
Eastern District of Texas 


l. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Texarkana; 
and 


2. Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the other 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 
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Western District of Texas 

l. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Big Bend 
National Park from Level 4 ($30,960 per annum) to Level 3 ($41,280 per 
annum), effective October 1, 1997, or as soon as funds are available; and 


2. Redesignated the location of the part-time magistrate judge position at Big 
Bend National Park as Alpine or Big Bend National Park. 


SEVENTH CIRCUIT 
Eastern District of Wisconsin 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


EIGHTH CIRCUIT 
Eastern District of Arkansas 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


NINTH CIRCUIT 
Southern District of California 
Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at San Diego. 
TENTH CIRCUIT 
District of Colorado 
l. Increased ‘he s: .ary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Grand 
Junction from Level 4 ($30,960 per annum) to Level 2 ($51,600 per 


annum), effective October |, 1997, or as soon as funds ar: available; and 


2. Discontinued the vacant part-time magistrate judge position at Durango. 
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ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 


Northern District of Florida 
Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at 
Gainesville from Level 6 ($10,320 per annum) to Level 5 ($20,640 per 
annum). 


Northern District of Georgia 


l. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Atlanta; 
and 


2. Made no change in the number, locations, salaries or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


ACCELERATED FUNDING 


The accelerated funding program was established to provide prompt 
magistrate judge assistance to judicial districts seriously affected by drug filings or 
impacted by the Civil Justice Reform Act. On recommendation of the Magistriite 
Judges Committee, the Judicial Conference designated the new magistrate judge 
positions at Texarkana, Texas; San Diego, California; and Atlanta, Georgia, for 
accelerated funding in fiscal year 1998. 


COMMITTEE TO REVIEW Ci! UIT COUNCIL 
CONDUCT AND DiSABILITY ORDERS 


JUDICIAL REFORM ACT OF 1997 


The Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct and Disability Orders 
reported that it has been following closely the progress of two legislative 
proposals in the 105" Congress that would amend the Judicial Conduct and 
Disability Act, 28 U.S.C. § 372(c). H.R. 702 and section 4 of the original version 
of the Judicial Reform Act of 1997 (H.R. 1252) would provide that any complaint 
of judicial misconduct or disability filed under the Act shall be referred to another 
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circuit for complaint proceedings. On recommendation of the Committee, the 
Judicial Conference, in a mail ballot, expressed oppos:tion to the provision (see 
infra, “Mail Ballots,” pp. 84-85). The Committee will continue to monitor these 
legislative proposals. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE 
AND PROCEDURE 


FEDERAL RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE 


The Advisory Committee on Appellate Rules completed a style revision 
project to clarify and simplify the language of the appellate rules. The Committee 
on Rules of Practice and Procedure concurred with the advisory committee's 
recommendations and submitted revisions of all 48 Rules of Appellate Procedure 
and a revision of Form 4, together with Committec Notes explaining their purpose 
and intent. The Judicial Conference approved the proposed amendments to 
Appellate Rules | to 48 and to Form 4 and agreed to transmit them to the 
Supreme Court for its consideration with the recommendation that they be 
adopted by the Court and transmitted to Congress in accordance with the law. 


FEDERAL RULES OF BANKRUPTCY PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted 'o the 
Judicial Conference proposed revisions to Official Bankruptcy Forms | 
(Voluntary Petition), 3 (Application and Order to Pay Filing Fee in Installments), 
6 (Schedule F), 8 (Chapter 7 Individual Debtor’s Statement of Intention), 9A-9I 
(Notice of Commencement of Case Under the Bankruptcy Code, Meeting of 
Creditors and Fixing of Dates), 10 (Proof of Claim), 14 (Ballot for Accepting or 
Rejecting a Plan), 17 (Notice of Appeal from a Judgment, Order, or Decree of a 
Bankruptcy Judge), and 18 (Discharge of Debtor), and new Forms 20A (Notice of 
Motion or Objection) and 20B (Notice of Objection to Claim). The revisions 
mainly clarify or simplify existing forms. The Judicial Conference approved the 
proposed revisions to official bankruptcy forms. Implementation of the new 
forms will take effect immediately, but the superseded forms may also be used 
until March 1, 1998. 
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FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the 
Judicial Conference a new Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23(f), together with 
Committee Notes explaining its purpose and intent. This new subdivision would 
permit interlocutory appeal from an order granting or denying class action 
certification in the discretion of the court of appeals. The Judicial Conference 
approved the proposed new Civil Rule 23(f) and agreed to transmit it to the 
Supreme Court for its consideration with the recommendation that it be adopted 
by the Court and transmitted to Congress in accordance with the law. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the 
Judicial Conference proposed amendments to Criminal Rules 5.| (Preliminary 
Examination), 26.2 (Production of Witness Statements), 31 (Verdict), 33 (New 
Trial), 55 (Correction or Reduction of Sentence), and 43 (Presence of ‘ne 
Defendant). The proposed amendments were accompanied by Cc:imittee Notes 
explaining their purpose and intent. The Judicial Confereice approved the 
amendments and authorized their transmittal to the Supreme Court for its 
consideration with the recommendation that they be adopted by the Court and 
transmitted to Congress in accordance with the law. 


FEDERAL RULES OF EVIDENCE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the 
Judicial Conference a proposed amendment to Evidence Rule 615 (Exclusion of 
Witnesses) together with Committee Notes explaining its purpose and intent. The 
amendment would expand the list of witnesses who may not be excluded from 
attending a trial to include persons authorized by statute to attend, e.g.. a victim 
defined in the Victim’s Rights and Restitution Act of 1990 and Victim Rights 
Clarification Act of 1997. The Judicial Conference approved the amendment and 
agreed to transmit it to the Supreme Court for its consideration with the 
recommendation that it be adopted by the Court and transmitted to Congress is 
accordance with the law. 
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COMMITTEE ON SECURITY, 
SPACE AND FACILITIES 


COURTHOUSE MANAGEMENT 


In March 1988, the Judicial Conference approved guidelines for the 
establishment of delegations of authority from the General Services 
Administration for courts to manage and operate court facilities (JCUS-MAR 88, 
p. 40). Although Conference policy currently allows up to ten courts to 
parucipate in the delegated building management program (JCUS-SEP-89, pp. 81- 
82), 1t appears that many more courts may be interested in the program. On 
recommendation of the Committee on Security, Space and Facilities, the Judicial 
Conference agreed (a) to expand its policy limiting participation in the delegated 
building management program to ten courts and to allow any court meeting the 
Conference-approved conditions to participate in the program; and (b) to amend 
the conditions established in March 1988, under which courts mi / assume 
responsibilities for managing a court facility under a delegation of the General 
Services Administration’s authority, by adding the following: 


All courts and court units occupying a building must approve a 
request for a delegation of General Services Administration’ s 
management and operations authority prior to submission of the 
request by the Administrative Office to the General Services 
Administration. 


MAIL BALLOTS 


The Judicial Conference completed two mail ballots since its last session. 
On April 14, 1997, the Conference concluded a ballot endorsing transmittal to 
Congress of a letter from the Chair of the Criminal Law Committee expressing the 
Conference's preference for a statutory approach, as opposed to a constitution il 
amendment, on victims’ rights (see supra, “Victims’ Rights Legislation,” pp. 66- 
67). 
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September 23. 1997 


By mail ballot concluded on May 9, 1997, the Conference considered 
three sections (2, 4, and 5) of a proposed Ju“ucial Reform Act of 1997 (H.R. 1252, 
105" Congress). The Conference voted to adhere to its 1995 position in 
Opposition to three-judge panels generally and to oppose section 2, which would 
require that three-judge panels consider challenges to state laws adopted by 
referenda (see supra, “Judicial Reform Act of 1997,” p. 71). In the same ballot, 
Conference members voted to oppose section 4, which would amend the Judicial 
Conduct and Disability Act to provide that complaints under the Act be referred to 
another circuit for proceedings (see supra, “Judicial Reform Act of 1997,” pp. 81- 
82), and also to oppose section 5, which would limit court-imposed taxation. See 
also supra, “judicial Reform Act of 1997,” pp. 64-65. 


FUNDING 
All of the foregoing recommendations which require the expenditure of 
funds for implementation were approved by the Judicial Conference subject to the 
availability of funds, and subject to whatever priorities the Conference might 
establish for the use of available resources. 


RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 


Except as otherwise specified, the Conference authorized the immediate 
release of matters considered by this session where necessary for legislative or 
administrative action. 


Presiding 
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Dirt QM 


he Judicial Conference of the | 4d States celebrated its 75' 
anniversary this year. This milestone offers an ideal opportunity to 
reflect on the numerous changes that have occurred in the judi- 
cial branch. Of particular interest to me is the dramatic develop- 


ment of the Judiciary’s management and administrative functions. 
When the first Judicial Conference convened in 1922, the Admin- 
istrative Office had not yet been created. Today, the agency's responsi- 
bilities touch virtually all aspects of operations of the federal Judiciary. In 
addition to the important work the Administrative Office provides to the 
Judicial Conference and its committees, the agency supplies adminis- 
trative, program management, legal, information technology, financial, 
legislative liaison, communications, statistical, and numerous other ser- 


vices to Courts nationwide. Leonidas Ralph Mecham 


Uirectors Message 


In surveving specifi ar COUTT See ks to update Its stall on able to ¢ ongress the executive 
velopments in judicial adminis the latest developments in auto branch, and American taxpay 
tration over the vears, |. am pat mation and technology, it is the ers. Toward that end, the Ad 
ticularly struck by the greatly \dministrative Office that pro- ministrative Office continues t 
enhanced AO service ethic and vides the necessary professional — work hand-in-hand with the 
the sharply improved and ex training Conference in an attempt to 
panded support the Administra Perhaps the greatest suc bring economy and efficiency to 
tive Olfice provides directly to cess for the Judiciary and the operations throughout the judi 
judges and their staffs \O in 1997 was achieved when cial branch 

When a Judicial Conte Congress provided the courts A major milestone o 
ence committee needs expert with the tull funding necessar\ curred this vear when judges 
analysis of a proposal Itturns to — to maintain essential operations saw a break in the four vear- 
the Administrative Office. When — and services. As the Administra long freeze of their compensa 
judges need to know how pend tive Office implements the Judi- tion. | am hopetul that the sal 
ing legislation could etlect thei cial Conferences financial plans ary adjustment judges received 
workload, they ask the Admin we are mindful that the Judi- will be the first step toward the 
istrative Office. And when a ciarv has a duty to be account promised annual cost-of-living 
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ludiciarys Internet web site con 
Linues to supply an increasing 
amount of information to a 
broader external audience 

Significant progress was 
made this year in the implemen 
tation of the Judiciary’ satellite 
broadcasting network. In coop- 
eration with the Federal Judicial 
Center and the U.S. Sentencing 
Commission, equipment and fa- 
cilities are being put in place to 
allow the broadcast of commer- 
cial quality satellite television 
programming to as many as 200 
court locations 

Streamlining existing op- 
erations and processes always 
will be key Administrative Of- 
fice priorities. In 1997, we 
achieved two significant mile- 
stones. One is the development 
of an aiiotment simplification 
process, which has produced a 
simpler and more equitable 
method for providing courts 
with the necessary funds for 
most operating expenses. The 
second is initial implementation 
of the Financial Accounting 
System for Tomorrow, which 
will replace multiple court 
financial systems and 
manual financial pro- 
cesses with a com- 
prehensive, inte- 
grated. state-of-the- 
art financial system 

The litany of 


services and areas of % 


support provided by the 


Administrative Office is a 


Dire ig SSAGI 


lengthy one. This year the 
agency began an evaluation of 
possible improvements in em- 
ployee benefits packages fo1 
judges and Judiciary employees. 
pursued a number of initiatives 
designed to improve under- 
standing and management ol 
costs associated with the Crimi- 
nal Justice Act program, and ini- 
tiated a review of the advisory 
group process that provides a 
vehicle for judges and court stafl 
to help develop Administrative 


courts 

While | am proud of the 
agency's rapidly growing list of 
accomplishments, | remain 
committed to decentralization 
This year I continued to del- 
egate to the courts many of my 
financial, personnel, procure- 
ment, and other administrative 


authorities. Today, perhaps more 


than. ever. local courts are in 
the best position to manage 


their own affairs, promoting eth 
clency and saving money 

Concepts such as decen 
tralization, court interpreung by 
telephone, and management re 
views were not in the lexicon of 
Chiet Justice William Howard 
lalt and the judges present at 
the first Judicial Conference in 
1922. At the time, neither the 
Conference nor the courts ben- 
efited from a central support 
agency like the Administrative 
Office. Today, the agency occu- 
pies a central role in advising, 
assisting, and training judges 
and court staff nationwide in 
management, organization, and 
technology 

As the Judicial Conference 
and the courts prepare to enter 
the next century, | believe they 
will continue to rely on the Ad- 
ministrative Office for legal, 
professional, and administrative 
service. In fact, as courts tackle 
a greater number of increasingly 
complex cases with limited re- 
sources, it will be the Adminis- 
trative Office that will be 
called upon to bring 
continuing innova- 
tion, creativity, and 
energy to the ad- 
ministration of 
the Third Branch 
of government. | 
W believe that the 
Administrative 
Office is positioned 


 tosuccessfully meet 


these challenges 
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he federal Judiciary continued this year to meet Successfully the 
challenges of an increasingly demanding workload, changing 
technology, and limited resources. While this fiscal year Con- 
gress has provided the Judiciary with adequate funds to perform 


its mission, Congress also continues to ask the courts to do more and 


has expressed a greater interest in how the courts conduct their busi- 


ness. Administrative Office managers and staff take pride in the role 
they have played in helping the courts meet these challenges. Guid- 


ance, Support, and input from the Administrative Office assist judges 


and court staff in discharging their duties effectively and efficiently. 


Tne Year In Review 


This report on Adminis- 
trative Office activities during 
1997 details the progress and 
results of the agency’ efforts 


Administrative Office staff 


support the Judicial Conference 
and its committees to identify 
and monitor legislation that will 
have an impact on the federal 
Judiciary. They articulate the 
Judiciary’s interest to Congress 
on substantive bills, appropria- 
tions, facilities-related matters, 
and amendments offered to leg- 


islation; prepare testimony; co- 
ordinate responses to inquiries 
trom Congress; and meet regu- 
larly with House and Senate 
staff, 

Substantial effort is di- 
rected to matters under consid- 
eration by the House and Senate 
Judiciary cominittees and their 
subcommittees. In addition, the 
Judiciary deals with other con- 
gressional committees, such as 
those handling the General Ser- 
vices Administration's (GSA) 
construction program. 

An important facet of the 
legislative program is communi- 
cating the Judiciarys budget 
needs. In support of the Judicial 
Conference Committee on the 


Budget, chaired by Judge John 
G. Heyburn Il, agency staff pro- 
vide daily liaison with House 
and Senate appropriations sub- 
committees staff. 


islative 
ivity 


The first session of the 
105" Congress saw activity on a 
wide range of issues of impor- 
tance to the Judiciary. Congres- 
sional oversight hearings fo- 
cused on judicial resources and 
judicial activism. 

The chairs of 10 Judicial 
Conference committees testified 
before congressional committees 
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1997, Several chairs appeared 


more than once. Conterence 
representatives advocated the 
passage of bills containing rec- 
ommendations of the Conter- 
ence, but also explained why 
the Conterence Opposes legisla- 
tion that could adversely aAllect 


the Judiciary 


Judges’ Compensation 


\ller not receiving a Cost- 
of-living adjustment since 1993, 
the 105° Congress enacted a 
pay adjustment for judges in the 
liscal year 1998 appropriations 
bill, which has increased judi- 


cial salaries by 2.3 percent. Sub- 
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committee chairman Judd Gregg 
(R-NH) included a provision in 
the Judiciary’ Senate appropria- 
tions bill that specifically autho- 
rized an adjustment for fiscal 
year 1998, and it was agreed to 
by the House it conference. Al- 
though not in either the House 
or Senate version, the Chief Jus- 
tice, the Judicial Conference, 
and the Administrative Office 
tried to include language in con- 
ference in the appropriations bill 
to repeal section 140 of PL. 97- 
92, which keeps judges’ cost-ol- 
living adjustments from being 
automatic. In spite of the best 
efforts of many judges, Adminis- 
trative Office staff, the Federal 
Judges Association, and repre- 
sentatives of organizations such 
as the Federal Bar Association, 
this effort failed. 


Judicial Operations 


The House Judiciary Sub- 
committee on Courts and Intel- 
lectual Property held a hearing 
on H.R. 2294, the Federal 
Courts Improvement Act. The 
bill contains 30 separate provi- 
sions that amend the law ona 
wide range of issues relating to 
the Judiciary, including federal 
court jurisdiction, the authority 
of judicial officers, and person- 
nel and administrative pro- 
grams. Judge Philip M. Pro testi- 
fied for the Judicial Conference 
The subcommittee also held a 
hearing on H.R. 2603, the Alter- 


native Dispute Resolution and 
Settlement Encouragement Act, 
a bill that would require each 
judicial district to institute a 
court-annexed arbitration pro- 
gram. Chiel Judge D. Brock 
Hornby testified that the conter- 
ence supports alternative dis- 
pute resolution but believes 
each district should be tree to 
employ the type of program the 
court believes will be most effec- 
tive in that district. 

The same House Judiciary 
Subcommittee also held a hear- 
ing on H.R. 1252, the Judicial 
Reform Act of 1997, a multi- 
party bill that includes proposals 
to provide that a three-judge 
court hear certain applicatious 
for injunctions, allows peremp- 
tory challenges of judges in civil 
cases, and transfers for resolu- 
tion complaints of judicial mis- 
conduct to a circuit other than 
that where the complained- 
against judge sits. Chief Judge 
Henry A. Politz and Judge Ann 
C. Williams testified in opposi- 
tion to these and other parts of 
the H.R. 1252. The subcommit- 
tee subsequently reported the 
bill with amendments to the full 
Judiciary Committee for consid- 
eration 

The House Judiciary Com- 
mittee acted favorably on H.R. 
1544, the Federal Agency Com- 
pliance Act, although the bill 
did not reach the House floor 
lor consideration during the first 
session. The bill would prevent 
federal agencies from pursuing 
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policies of unjustified non-ac- 
quiescence of precedents estab- 
lished by federal judicial cir- 
cuits. Judge Stephen H. Ander- 
son testified before the Subcom- 
mittee on Commercial and Ad- 
ministrative Law that the bill 
conforms to a Judicial Confer- 
ence recommendation in the 
Long Range Plan for the Federal 
Courts 

As part of an appropria- 
tions bill, Congress passed legis- 
lation to create a Commission 
on Structural Alternatives to 
Federal Courts of Appeals to 
study the alignment of circuit 
courts of appeals. The Chief Jus- 
tice has appointed five commis- 
sion members who will report 
findings and recommendations 
regarding the current circuit 
court alignment to Congress 
within one year. The House had 
voted earlier to create a similar 
study commission. The Senate 
voted to split the Ninth Circuit 
Court of Appeals into two cir- 
cuits, but deferred that action 
pending the report of the study 
commission. 


Judicial Resources 


The Judicial Conference 
transmitted a request to Con- 
gress for the c'eation of 17 court 
of appeals judg ships and 36 
district court judgeships early in 
1997. A bill to create the judge- 
ships was introduced in the 
Senate but not in the House 
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However, Chie Judge Julia 
Smith Gibbons was allowed to 
explain and justly the request 
in testimony betore a House Ju- 
diciary Subcommittee 

The Judicial Conterence 
request for the creation of 18 
new bankruptcy judgeships (11 
temporary and 7 permanent) 
was received favorably and ap 
proved by the House Judiciary 
Committee. A bill to create the 
judgeships passed the House 
The Senate Judiciary Subcom- 
mittee on Administrative Over- 
sight and the Courts held a 
hearing on the Judiciary bank- 
ruptcy judgeship request but 
took no further action, Judge 


David R. Thompson testified on 


the measure at both the House 
and Senate hearings 

The same Senate Judiciary 
subcommittee held a series ot 
hearings during the first session 
on judicial resources in the 
courts of appeals in the First, 
Second, Third, Fourth, Filth, 
Eighth, Eleventh, and Federal 
circuits, Judges from each cir 
cuit, including, with one excep 
tion, the chiel judges, testified 
at the hearings 

Also, a bill extending for 
live vears the time limit on 10 
temporary district judgeship po- 
sitions, created by the Judicial 


Chief Judge Julia Smith 


Improvement Act of 1990, was 
Gibbons, chair of the 


passed by the House and the ete 
. la» tho D Judicial Conference 
Senate and signed by the Presi- : 
Committee on Judicial 
Resources, testifies on 
judgeships before the 
Senate Judiciary 
Subcommittee on 
Administrative Oversight 


and the Courts. 
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dent. The bill also moved a 
judgeship position from the 
Eastern District of Louisiana to 
the Middle District of Louisiana. 


Criminal Justice 


The House and Senate Ju- 
diciary Committees held hear- 
ings on proposals to amend the 
U.S. Constitution and to 
strengthen existing statutes re- 
garding the rights of victims of 
crime. Chief Judge George P. 
Kazen and Judge Wm. Terrell 
Hodges testified before the 
House committee on the Judi- 
cial Conference concern as to 
the impact of these proposals on 
the federal criminal justice sys- 
tem. 

The House passed legisla- 
tion to allow the prosecution of 
juveniles in federal courts for 
certain serious crimes. The Sen- 
ate Judiciary Committee has re- 
ported a similar bill to the full 
Senate for consideration. Chief 
Judge Kazen communicated to 
Congress the continuing con- 
cern of the Judicial Conference 
over legislation that is intended 
to shift traditional state criminal 
prosecutions into federal courts. 


propriations 


Communicating the 
Judiciary’s financial needs to the 


congressional appropriations 
and budget committees... gg 
is a critical mission o 
the Judicial Con- 
ference Com- 
mittee on the 
Budget. Ad- 
ministrative 
Office staft, 
who also | 
maintain close 
contact with con- 
gressional members 
and staff, provide support 
to the Budget Committee. 

The Administrative Office 
is responsible for developing 
and executing the budget for the 
federal Judiciary. Agency staff 
place a high priority on finding 
ways to work more efficiently 
and to be as fiscally responsible 
as possible. For example, to pro- 
vide a more realistic portrayal of 
planned spending levels, which 
include not only appropriations 
but other sources of funds such 
as fee collections, the Judiciary 
has changed the basis of its bud- 
get request from appropriations 
to obligations. 


Fiscal Year 1997 


| The Judiciary’s revised fis- 
cal year 1997 budget request 
was for an obligation level of 
$3.6 billion. Just hours before 
the start of the fiscal year, Con- 
gress and the President enacted 
an omnibus bill providing fund- 


ing to the parts of government 
that did not have appropriations 
enacted, including the Judiciary. 
The bill provided an obligation 
level of $3.4 billion, which was 
sufficient to support the finan- 
cial plan approved by the Ex- 
ecutive Committee for fiscal year 
1997. 

The obligation level for 
Salaries and Expenses, the 
Judiciary’s main operating ac- 
count, increased by 10 percent 
over the previous years level. 
This was sufficient to fund ac- 
tivities in this account at a cur- 
rent services level, plus needed 
enhancements due to workload 
increases for magistrate judges. 
bankruptcy and other clerks, 
and probation and pretrial ser- 
vices officers. Detender Services 
funding increased by 10 per- 
cent, which did not allow for 
pay increases for panel attor- 
neys. Court Security increased 
by 17 percent, which funded 


Summary of Fiscal Year 1998 Budget 


(total obligations in thousands of dollars) 


Percentage 
Over 
Appropriation Enacted House Senate Enacted Enacted 
Account FY 1997 Bill Bill FY 1998 FY 1997 
Supreme Court 
Salaries and Expenses $27,157 $29,278 $28,903 $29,278 78% 
Building and Grounds $3,320 $3,450 $6,220 $3,450 3.9% 
Subtotal $30,477 $32,728 $35,123 $32,728 7.4% 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit $14,733 $15,507 $15,796 $15,617 6.0% 
Court of International Trade $10,633 $11,503 $11,503 $11,503 8.2% 
Courts of Appeals, District Courts, 
and Other Judicial Services 
Salaries and Expenses $2,737,981 $3,025,257 $3,037,181 $3,057,394 11.7% 
Defender Services $336,245 $354,482 $368,397 $354,482 5.4% 
Fees of Jurors $64,935 $70,252 $70,252 $67,903 4.6% 
Court Security $137,962 $167,883 $167,883 $167,883 21.7% 
Subtotal $3,277,123 $3,617,874 $3,643,713 $3,647,662 11.3% 
Administrative Office $85,513 $88,869 $88,857 $89,169 4.3% 
Federal Judicial Center $18,124 $17,734 $17,654 $17,734 2.2% 
Retirement Funds $30,200 $34,200 $34,200 $34,200 13.2% 
U.S. sentencing Commission $9,045 $9,271 $9,751 $9,511 5.2% 
TOTAL GROSS OBLIGATIONS $3,475,848 $3,827,686 $3,856,597 $3,858,124 11.0% 


(Right to left), AO 
Director Leonidas Ralph 
Mecham; Judge John G. 
Heyburn II, Budget 


Judge William G. Young, 
Massachusetts, were 
briefed by agency staff on 
the Judi marys budget 


needs before the House 
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more security equipment and 
court security officer positions 
lor new and renovated court fa- 
cilities 

The Administrative Office 
received a9 percent increase in 
obligation level from fiscal year 
1996. This was sufficient to 
fund agency activities at a cur- 
rent services level and certain 
necessary enhancements. The 
enhancements that were funded 


continued development of auto- 


mated systems such as the new 
financial accounting system, the 
Criminal Justice Act payment 
replacement system, the new 
human resources management 
information system, and the 


jury Modernization system 


Fiscal Year 1998 


By the start of fiscal year 
1998, only one appropriations 
bill was enacted. Several con- 
linuing resolutions were enacted 
to fund the parts of government 
without appropriations, includ- 
ing the Judiciary. The Judiciary s 
fiscal year 1998 appropriations 
bill was finally enacted Novem- 
ber 26, providing 99.5 percent 
of the amount requested, and an 
| 1.6 percent increase over 1997 

[he Judiciary’ revised 
1998 request was $3.8 billion 
In March and April, Judge John 
G. Heyburn II, Budget Commit- 
tee chair, testified in support of 


the JUCICIArVS Fe quest belore the 


House and Senate appropria- 
tions subcommittees. Also 
present at the hearings was 
Judge William G. Young, a 
member of the Budget Commit- 
tee and chairman of the 
Economy Subcommittee 

For fiscal year 1998, the 
Judiciary’s Salaries and Expenses 
account received an 11.7 per- 
cent increase in obligation level 
Detender Services received a 5.4 
percent increase, Court Securit) 
received a 21.7 percent increase. 
and Fees of Jurors received a 4.6 


percent increase. These levels 


are enough in most cases to pro- 
vide for current services and 
most planned enhancements in 


fiscal vear 1998. The Washing- 
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ton-based Judiciary offices re- 
ceived lower levels of funding 
with the Administrative Office 
receiving a 4.3 percent increase, 
the U.S. Sentencing Commission 
receiving a 5.2 percent increase, 
and the Federal Judicial Center 
receiving a 2.2 percent decrease 
from its fiscal year 1997 funding 
level. 


Funding for Courthouses 
| In |997 > (spneral Spe 
7, the General Ser- 
vices Administration (GSA) 
found it had a shortfall of nearly 
$680 million in its Federal 
Buildings Fund due to miscalcu- 
lations in projecting rent rev- 
enues. As a result, the President 
did not request any money in 
his fiscal year 1998 budget for 
new courthouse construction or 
major repairs and alterations. 
Although Judge Norman H. 
Stahl, chairman of the Judicial 
Conference Committee on Secu- 
rity and Facilities, discussed 
with congressional leaders the 
serious impact on the Judiciary 
of delayed courthouse funding, 
no money was included in the 
fiscal year 1998 Treasury appro- 
priations bill. Projects that origi- 
nally were scheduled for fiscal 
year 1998 funding in the Judi- 
cial Conference five-year plan 


will be postponed for at least an- 


other year 
Last year the House autho- 
rizing committee deferred au- 


thorization of design money !or 
seven courthouse projects 
funded in fiscal year 1997, 
pending completion by the Ju- 
diciary of a revised U.S. Courts 
Design Guide. After the Judicial 
Conference approved changes to 
the design guide, Judge Stahl 
and Judge Lewis T. Babcock, 
chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Space Standards, met with 
leaders of the congressional au- 
thorizing and appropriating 
committees to explain the revi- 
sions. Refore adjourning, the 
House authorizing committee 
finally approved spending the 
fiscal year 1997 design money 
for all of the projects. 


Slule)e\esare 
igiomelulelleirel 


Prelaieiceialec 
wluleleloxcunsiale 
Geet 


The Director of the Ad- 
ministrative Office serves as Sec- 
retary to the Judicial Conterence 
of the United States. One of the 
agencys primary responsibilities 
is providing professional sup- 
port to the Judicial Conlerence 
and its committees. The agency 
also maintains the Conterences 
official records. 


During the past year, the federal Judiciary conducted a comprehensive review of the U. S. 
Courts Design Guide, first published by the Judiciary in 1991. The guide contains information 
used by GSA, private sector designers and builders, and members of the Judiciary about the spe- 
cial requirements of federal courthouses. Among the changes are the following: 


Clarifying and making more specific space allocations for court staff and library space. 


Revising space allowances for circulation, that is, the space needed from one set of offices to 


another, to reflect experience with actual courthouse design. 


@ Requiring all exceptions approved by circuit judicial councils to space standards to be sub- 


mitted to Congress. 


The Judicial Conference anticipates that the changes it has approved will reduce constructior 
costs and will continue to result in high-value federal courthouses that are functional, economical, 
Safe, and durable, and make a significant contribution to public architecture. 
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Banners celebrating the 
75" anniversary of the 
Judicial Conference hang 
in the atrium of the 
Thurgood Marshall 
Federal Judiciary 
Building. Approximately 
40 feet long, the hand- 
appliqued banners were 
designed by 
Administrative Office 


staff. 


Administrative Oftice em- 


reports. They als sub 
ployees were actively involved stantive analys ssues, SOUY 
in the work of the Conference advice and op 

and its committees in 1997 sory groups 

They planned meetings, pre- and made recommendations | 
pared agendas, and produced considerat 


and, ultimately, the Judicial 
Conference. Many of the accom- 
plishments described in this re- 
port are related to Judicial Con- 
ference committee activities. 

The Judicial Conterence 
celebrated its 75° anniversary in 
September. Conference mem- 
bers, in Washington for the 
Conferences biannual session, 
attended a gala dinner. Two 38- 
foot banners, designed and pro- 
duced by Administrative Office 
stall, were hung in the atrium of 
the Thurgood Marshall Federal 
Judiciary Building to commemo- 
rate the anniversary, 

Support for judges is a key 
priority for all Administrative 
Olfice employees. The agency 
provides legal counsel, orienta- 
tion and training programs, pro- 
gram management, case-man- 
agement tools, chambers auto- 
mation capabilities, payroll and 
benefits services, statistical re- 
ports, and general ombudsman 
support for judges. Administra- 
tive Office staff also provide 
guidance, evaluation, and sup- 
port in a wide range of adminis- 
trative and program areas for all 
court employees. The agency's 
policy and support responsibili- 
ties touch on all aspects of op- 
erations in the Third Branch. 


Economy Efforts 


Supported by the Admin- 
istrative Office, the Budget 
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Committees Economy Subcom 
mittee continues its ellorts to 
coordinate the Judiciary 
economy and efficiency im: 
provement program. Econom) 
Initiatives continue to be pur 
sued in virtually every program 
area, and Congress seems gene! 
ally satisfied with the pace ol 
the Judiciarys efforts 

In November 1996, Direc 
tor Mecham submitted to Con 
gress, on behalf of the Judicial 
Conlerence, a report to Con 
gress on the optimal use of the 
Judiciary’ resources. Requested 


by Congress, the comprehensive 


report discussed the Judiciary 
many initiatives to lower spend- 
ing and achieve efficiencies 
Also at the request of Congress 
the Administrative Office will 
submit annually a report dis- 
cussing the Judiciarys efforts to 
ensure resources are used effi- 
ciently and effectively. The re- 


ports will be transmitted in con- 


junction with the annual budget 
request each winter. 

Several specilic initiatives 
completed or ongoing in 1997 
to enhance the overall econom) 
effort include development of a 
J-Net site for courts to share in- 
formation on productivity im- 
provements, publication of Ad- 
ministrative Office financial 
analysis guidelines to facilitate 
better and more consistent 
analyses, delivery of various 
training courses designed to im- 
prove the analytical abilities ot 
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agency stall, and an ellort to de 
velop measures of program pel 


formance 


| ace Reduction 
rogram 

Development ol a space 
reduction program was ap- 
proved in March 1996 by the 
Judicial Conterence. The pro 
gram recognizes courts and 
court units that make specific 
management decisions to re- 
duce existing space or redesign 
space to make it more efficient 
To date, this program has re- 
sulted in a reduction of 37,600 
square feet and annual space 
rental cost savings of $667 000. 

[he Judicial Conference 
approved in 1997 a number of 
other initiatives, proposed by 
the Committee on Security and 
Facilities, related to space and 
acilities management particu- 
larly as they relate to space re- 
duction. Administrative Office 
stall worked on implementing 
these initiatives throughout the 
year 


Facilities for Non-resident 
Judicial Officers 


The Conterence adopted 
criteria for circuit judicial coun- 
cils to use when determining 
whether to establish or maintain 


a tacility without a resident 
judge, that is, a non-resident fa- 
cility, Councils now must con- 
sider the number of miles from 
the nearest facility, the number 
of days the facility is used ina 
year, and the cost per day of 
use. Judicial councils are re- 
quired by the Conference to 
submit a report addressing these 
criteria, or other council-devel- 
oped criteria, and a cost-benefit 
analysis with any request to estab- 
lish anew non-resident facility 
The Judicial Conference 
approved five non-resident fa- 
cilities for closure in March 
1997. Since that decision, four 
of the five facilities have been 
closed, resulting in a reduction 
of 25,200 square feet of space 
and annual cost savings of about 
$331,000. These facilities, to- 
gether with those closed in fiscal 
year 1996, bring the total facili- 
ties closed to 10. Total annual 
space rental cost savings for all 
10 facilities is $725,407. 


Courthouse Sharing 


The question of whether 
courtrooms could be shared has 
been raised in Congress. The Ju- 
dicial Conference Committee on 
Court Administration and Case 
Management studied the issue 
and recommended certain fac- 
tors for consideration by circuit 
judicial councils in determining 
the appropriate number of 


/29 


ADMINISTRATIVE OPPICI @ Unirep Stares Cours 


courtrooms in new courthouses 
The committee reconfirmed the 
need for one courtroom for ev- 
ery active district judge, but en 
couraged sharing by senior and 
visiting judges who do not draw 
caseloads requiring substantial 
use of courtrooms. That recom- 
mendation was approved by the 
judicial Conference 

Another space manage: 
ment initiative endorsed by the 
Judicial Conference addresses 


sharing court facilities with state 


and local governments to re- 
duce space rental costs. Admin- 
istrative Office staff are develop- 


ing instructions and procedures 


for courts to use when consider- 


ing such arrangements 


Capital Construction 
Training Modules 


Over the past several 
years, the Judiciary has been in 
the midst of its largest capital 
construction program. To help 
judges and court employees un- 
derstand their roles and respon- 
sibilities, the Ninth Circuit with 


support from the Administrative 


Office. the Federal Judicial Cen- 


ter, and GSA developed three 
training modules. The modules 
were successfully tested this 
spring and summer in Portland, 
Oregon, and Las Vegas, Nevada 


thods Analysis 
gram 


The Judiciarys Methods 
Analysis Program (MAP) was de- 
veloped to identily potentially 
more effective and efficient ap- 
proaches for certain operations 
in federal courts. Under the di- 


A 
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rection of the Judicial Conter- 
ence Committee on Judicial Re- 
sources, the courts and Admin. 
istrative Office stall this year 
have continued to study court 
functions to develop improved 
procedures and operations. Ac- 
complishments in the various 


MAP studies currently active are 


the following 


@ The Bankruptcy MAP | 
Work Group developed 
56 suggested practices 
concerning case opening, 
noticing, claims, and 
conversion functions. 


The practices were imple- 


mented in 23 volunteer 
courts. Assessments were 
completed in 12 courts. 


@ The Bankruptcy MAP II 
Work Group developed 
147 suggested practices 
in the case-processing 
functions, including 
docketing, closing, ad- 
versary proceedings, and 
appeals. The practices 
have been implemented 
in 20 volunteer courts 
and assessments are to 
begin soon 


@ = The District MAP I Work 
Group developed 48 sug- 
gested practices for the 
case-opening function 


The practices were imple- 


mented in 17 volunteer 


courts. Assessments were 
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completed in seven ol 
these courts, and indi 
cated Lime savings and 
Improved quality and set 
vice as a result of the bet 


ler practices 


Che Pretrial Services MAP 
Work Group developed 
s+ suggested practices lor 
the pretrial services in 
vestigation and report 
lunction. These practices 
were Implemented in | | 


volunteer offices 


The Appellate MAP Work 
Group develope !15 
recommended practices 
concerning the case 
opening functions. Man) 
of these practices have al- 
ready, or are in the pro- 
cess of being, imple- 

m. ited in appellate 
clerks offices 


Analysis of 


The District MAP IE Work 
Group completed the de 
velopment phase of the 
examination of the jury 
administration functions 
[he wroup developed 83 
suggested practices, 
which were approved for 
implementation by the 
District Clerks Advisory 
Group. The request for 
volunteers to implement 
the suggested practices 
have been sent to all dis 
trict clerks 


The Probation MAP Il 
Work Group completed 
the development phase of 
the examination of the 
post-sentence supervision 
functions. The group de 
veloped 74 suggested 
practices. The practices 
will be presented to the 


Supers Ision Committee 


Innovations 


This new project was organized to identify and examine inno- 
vative approaches and techniques in use in the Judiciary. Gener- 
ally, it is intended to identify approaches currently in place in the 
courts that assist in the optimal use of resources. In June 1997, the 
concept was presented to the Judicial Conference Committee on Ju- 
dicial Resources, which endorsed the concept and requested that 
the Administrative Office pursue the idea with a group of court 
unit executives. The resulting work group will develop the strate- 
gies and methods to be used. 
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of the Chiets Advisory 
Council for endorsement 
belore requesting volun 
teers for implementation 


Enhancing 
Communications 


One important aspect ol 


the mission of the Ad- 
ministrative Office is to 
foster and ensure el- 
lective communica- 
tions between the 
agency and the 
courts and the pub- 
lic, making use ol 
the latest technology 
Progress in these ini- 
tiatives is described 


below 


Review of Advisory 
Processes 


Under the guidance of the 
Judicial Conterence Committee 
on the Administrative Office, 
the agency studied the extensive 
advisory system, including advi- 
sory groups and automation 
umbrelle and user groups, by 
which the Administrative Office 
obtains advice from judges and 
court managers. The examina- 
tion of the advisory structure 
and communications process 
was undertaken to ensure that 
the Administrative Office con- 


Linues to receive the input it 
needs from the courts in an el- 
lective and economic way 

Advisory groups are im- 
portant for ensuring that the 
courts contribute to the devel- 
opment of useful and practical 
administrative policies and sys- 
tems and to ensure that the na- 
tional systems and programs 
will meet the courts’ needs 
They have helped build consen- 
sus and maintain openness and 
positive relationships between 
the Administrative Office and 
the courts it serves. 

The study team gathered 
information through a variety of 
methods to ensure substantial 
participation from the entire Ju- 
diciary. The team examined ad- 
visory group membership, char- 
ters, agendas, reports, and meet- 
ing practices. About 700 ques- 
tionnaires from current and 
former group members, non- 
members, and Administrative 
Office managers were consid- 
ered. Key concerns, issues, and 
ideas were identified and dis- 
cussed by focus groups con- 
vened at court locations and at 
the Administrative Office. This 
process generated preliminary 
suggestions for changes. Over a 
six-month period, the proposals 
for change were further refined 
and modified as a result of dis- 
cussions with each advisory and 
umbrella group and others 

The new advisory system 
will stress the increased use of 


ad hoc working groups in com: 
bination with fewer standing ad- 
visory groups. The standing ad- 
visory groups will continue to 
play a critical role in represent- 
ing the needs and interests ol 
the key executives and judges in 
the appellate, district, and bank- 
ruptcy courts. They will provide 
ready forums for obtaining court 
advice on administrative, techni- 
cal, program, and policy issues 
In addition, the creation and use 
of ad hoc working groups and 
task forces to work in partner- 
ship with the Administrative Of- 
fice to accomplish specific tasks 
will ensure timely involvement 
of key stakeholders and users in 
the development of automated 
systems and other programs. 

As a result of the extensive 
consultation that occurred, a 
new structure will incorporate 
the most successful aspects of 
the former advisory structure 
into a new, more flexible and 
streamlined structure. Also, in- 
creased use of teleconferences, 
electronic mail, and intranet 
communications will achieve 
some economies at the same 
time that these technologies will 
enable more court staff to con- 
tribute comments and advice. 


Communications 
Improvement Initiative 


The Administrative Office 
took steps to ensure that action 
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requests, surveys, and other 
communications sent to judges 
and court unit executives are 
necessary, focused, thoroughly 
coordinated, and qualitatively 
sound, Tighter internal controls 
were implemented to reduce the 
overall volume of mass mailings 
to the courts and avoid duplica- 
tion and overlap wherever pos- 
sible. Along with greater use of 
electronic mail and the J-Net via 
the Judiciary’s Data Communi- 
cations Network (DCN), these 
steps are expected to reduce the 
paper burden on the courts 


Data Communications 
Network 


The DCN provides the 
communications backbone 
upon which future Judiciary 
systems are being built. Consist- 
ing of a series of interconnected 
networks that provide links 
within a building, across dis- 
tricts, or around the country, the 
DCN is nearing completion. By 
September 1997, 452 court 
sites, where more than 90 per- 
cent of Judiciary employees 
work, were connected to the 
DCN. The remaining 208 sites 
covering the last 10 percent of 
the Judiciarys population are 
scheduled to be connected by 
the end of 1998, a year ahead of 
schedule. As each court site is 
connected and as the DCN’ 
benefits are subsequently 
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brought to the desktop of each 
court user, the DCN is helping 
to achieve cost savings through 
shared modems, telephone 
lines, and national software Ii. 
censes. For each newly con- 
nected site, savings of 14-16 
percent are projected in local 
telephone costs due mainly to 
modem pooling, The fiscal year 
1997 budget request was re- 
duced $1 million to reflect such 
savings resulting from installa- 
tions thus far. As the DCN 
implementation continues, ad- 
ditional savings are expected to 
accrue 


The Judiciary's Intranet 
(J-Net) and Internet Sites 


| Building on available 
Internet technology, but within 
the security confines of the 
Judiciary own DCN, the Ad- 
ministrative Office continues to 
manage the J-Net intranet site 
It operates only within the Judi- 
ciary, while the Judiciary’s 
Internet sites are open to out- 
side users. The ]-Net web site 
provides a secure, efficient, and 
cost-effective means for dissemi- 
nating publications, memo- 
randa, current news, and other 
documents produced for the 
courts 

The goal lor the J-Net Is to 
provide a user-friendly, logical 
structure for organizing useful 
information. The home page 


provides a directory of general 
Information categories, such as 
current news, publications and 
guides, directories, and program 
information. The |-Net also al 
lows users to access quickly any 
other existing intranet ot 
Internet federal court web site 
The J-Net contains a number of 
links to useful programs and 
sites, Including the Administra 
tive Office phone directory, the 
InfoWeb financial information 
site, and even the Caucus cis 
CUSSION BFOUPS 

Phe Judiciarys Internet 
Site (WWW. UsCoUurts. gov) pro 
vides uselul information about 
the federal Judiciary. Among 
other things, the site offers a 
general overview of the federal 
court system as well as issues of 
The Third Branch, the othcial 
newsletter of the federal courts 
he Internet site is a valuable 
resource lor providing up-to- 
the-minute news releases, statis 
tics, judicial vacancy lists, and 
proposed rules changes to inter 
ested parties 

Preliminary work is un 
derway to enhance the existing 
content on the Internet site and 
offer more information about 
the federal courts and then 
lunctions to the public. Explo 
ration of the latest trends in web 
technology is ongoing to enabl 
the Judiciary to effectively and 
efficiently use this valuable re 
source in educating people 


about the courts 
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As one significant aspect 
of its efforts to enhance 


effective communications 
between the 
Administrative Office and 
the courts and the public, 
the agency produces a 
number of quality and 
useful books, guides, 
reports, brochures, 
periodicals, and other 
publications 
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Publications 


lhe Administrative Office 
continued its efforts to enhance 
the quality, usefulness, and el 
lectiveness of its publications 
lor judges, court managers, and 
other court employees in 1997 
The most ambitious of these, 
perhaps, is Getting Started as a 
Federal Judge, a guide for new 
judges during their first year on 
the bench. It describes the wide 
range of administrative pro 
grams and functions in the judi- 
cial branch. It is the first in the 
new Judges Information Series 
of manuals, booklets, and bro 


chures intended to address topics 


of particular interest to judges 


Other highlights include a 
special issue of The Third Branch, 
published in September, com- 
memorating the 75" anniversary 
of the Judicial Conference, and 
Federal Law Clerk, a brochure 
outlining general information on 
the role of federal law clerks and 
how to apply for employment as 
a law clerk. 


The Administrative Office 
also published the following: 


@ Annual Report of the Direc- 
tor: Reports of the Proceed- 
ings of the Judicial Confer- 
ence of the United States; 
Activities of the Administra- 
tive Office of the United 


cyt ial 
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States Courts; Judicial 
Business of the United 
States Courts. 


Annual Report of the 


Judiciary’ EEO Program, 


which provides data on 
recruitment, hiring, pro- 
motions, advancement, 
and EEO complaints. 


Federal Court Management 
Report, the newsletter for 
court managers that re- 
ports on developments 
and trends of interest to 
the Judiciary and pro- 
vides a means of commu- 
nicating within the Judi- 
clary on administrative 
matters. 


Federal Court Management 
Statistics and other reports 
that analyze the statistical 
trends and factors influ- 
encing workload condi- 
tions in the courts 


Federal Probation, a schol- 
arly journal published 
quarterly. 


Long Range Plan for Auto- 
mation in the Fed i 
ciary: Fiscal Year iY: — p- 
date, which outlines the 
information resources 
management vision, mis- 
sion, goals, and major ini- 
tiatives that support the 
mission of the Judiciary 


@ News and Views, the bi- 
monthly newsletter for 
federal probation and 
pretrial services officers. 


@ Pattern Bankruptcy Jury 
Instructions. 


@ Practice and Procedures for 
Chapter 7 Trustees, Bank- 
ruptcy Administrators 
Manual, Vol. V. 


@ Selection and Appointment 
of United States Magistrate 
Judges, Judges Informa- 
tion Series No. 2, which 
assists district courts and 
merit selection panels 
with the process of select- 
ing and appointing mag- 
istrate judges. 


Electronic Public 
Access Program 


A goal of the federal Judi- 
ciary, as articulated in the 1996 
update to the Long Range Plan 
for Automation in the Federal Ju- 
diciary, is to ensure appropriate 
access to electronic information 
at a reasonable cost to the Judi- 
ciary, other government entities, 
litigants, attorneys, and the 
public. 

Public access systems are 
available at 183 appellate, dis- 
trict, and bankruptcy courts, 
which received more than 9 
million calls in fiscal year 1997. 


These systems save court stall 
resources by reducing the 
amount of counter and tele- 
phone traffic that would other- 
wise be handled by clerks office 
staff, and at the same time, per- 
mit the public to gain direct, 
rapid, and easy access to official 
court records from outside the 
courthouse. 

The following services, 
supported by the work of Ad- 
ministrative Office staff, cur- 
rently are being offered: 


@ TheUS. Party/Case In- 
dex provides, for the first 
time, the capability for 
nationwide searches for 
parties involved in fed- 
eral litigation. The Index 
will allow users to search 
nationwide for party 
name or Social Security 
number in the bank- 
ruptcy index, party name 
or nature of suit code in 
the civil index, defendant 
name in the criminal in- 
dex, and party name in 
the appellate index. The 
information provided by 
the search will include 
the party name, the court 
where the case is filed, 
the case number and fil- 
ing date 


@ The Appellate Bulletin 
Board System (ABBS) of- 
fers public users elec- 
tronic access to appellate 
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court decisions and other 
court information, such 
as court oral argument 
calendars, case dockets, 
local court rules, notices 
and reports, and press re- 
leases. 


@ The Public Access to 
Court Electronic Records 
(PACER) allows any user 
with a personal computer 
or word processor to dial 
in to a district or bank- 
ruptcy court computer 
and retrieve official elec- 
tronic case information 
and court dockets. 


@ Voice Case Information 
System (VCIS) and Ap- 
pellate Voice Information 
System (AVIS) use an au- 
tomated voice response 
system to read a limited 
amount of case informa- 
tion directly from the 
courts database in re- 
sponse to touch-tone 
telephone inquiries. 
These services are operat- 
ing in bankruptcy and 
appellate courts. 


The Judicial Conference 
has approved a nominal fee for 
public access to federal court in- 
formation available in electronic 
form for the district, bank- 
ruptcy, and appellate courts and 
for the U.S. Court of Federal 
Claims and the Judicial Panel on 
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Multidistrict Litigation. This fee 
has been incorporated into the 
Miscellaneous Fee Schedules for 
each court. The Judicial Confer- 
ence has determined that the fee 
applies to all forms of electronic 
public access services, including 
docket information on systems 
such as PACER and electronic 
bulletin boards that offer the 
rapid dissemination of slip 


opinions, court oral argument 
calendars, notices and reports, 
other court information, and 


other locally developed systems 


providing similar services. There 


is no fee for the bankruptcy 


court and appellate court voice- 


response systems 


Long Range 
Planning 


Administrative Office stall 
aid the planning efforts of the 
Judicial Conlerence by coordi 
nating stall support for contin 


ued development and imple- 


mentation ol long-range pian 


ning policy, goals, and objec- 


tives. Staff help Conterence 
committees and their planning 
liaison members, committee 
stalls, and other decision makers 
by conducting strategic studies 
and providing technical assis- 


tance. research. and analysis re- 


lated to planning issues and top- 


ICS 

The long-range planning 
liaisons from various Judicial 
Conlerence committees met in 
May 1997 to discuss potential 
cross-committee planning top- 
ics, Including mass tort litigation 
and death penalty cases. They 


Implementati ithe Judiciary’s 
Long}! Plan 
1997 Accomplishments 


Statistical Review Project: The Administrative Office orga- 
nized a task force on bankruptcy statistical information needs, con- 
sisting of judges, court staff, and Administrative Office staff. Tak- 
ing into account outside users of bankruptcy case information, the 
task force prepared a report identifying principles to guide assess- 
ment of statistical needs and setting forth recommendations for 
meeting future information needs. Both the Committee on the Ad- 
ministration of the Bankruptcy System and the Committee on Judi- 
cial Resources ve endorsed the approach taken by the task 
force. 


Bankruptcy Statistical Audit: A statistical audit of 11 repre- 
sentative bankruptcy courts to test the accuracy of the bankruptcy 
data maintained by the courts and by the Administrative Office is 
in the process of being completed. 


Temporary Assignments of Bankruptcy and Magistrate 
Judges: The Judicial Conference approved efforts of the Committee 
on the Administration of the Bankrupicy System to improve data 
collection on, and tracking of, intracircuit and intercircuit assign- 
ments of bankruptcy judges. The Committee on the Administration 
of the Magistrate Judges System reviewed at its June meeting staff 
suggestions for encouraging temporary assignments of magistrate 
judges to assist in other districts; it also directed staff to circulate 
draft guidelines for comment by circuit judicial councils. 


Federal-State Judicial Relations: The Executive Committee 
met with the Conference of Chief Justices (CC) Board of Directors. 
From that meeting developed a new policy under which a member 
of the Executive Committee will regularly attend future CC) meet- 
ings, along with the two members of the Committee on Federal- 
State Jurisdiction who already do so. 
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agreed that the committees al- 
ready addressing these topics 
should continue to do so, and 
that other affected committees 
consider how to deal with such 
problems from a long-range 
planning perspective 


Amendments 


to Federal Rules 
of Practice and 
Procedure 


rhe Judicial Conference 
Committee on Rules of Practice 


and Procedure and the advisory 


committees amend the rules 
that govern court proceedings. 
The committees continued in 
1997 to reach out to and in- 
volve members of the Judiciary, 
bar, and public in the 
rulemaking process. Working 
closely with the committees, 
Administrative Office staff 


placed proposed amendments to 


the federal rules of practice and 
procedure on the Internet, pre- 
pared and circulated brochures 
summarizing proposed amend- 
ments, and compiled and in- 
dexed two sets of working pa- 
pers on important and contro- 
versial topics 

The Advisory Committee 
on Civil Rules held a sympo- 
sium at the Boston College 
School of Law on discovery is- 
sues. More than 75 judges, 
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To address courts’ growing interest in reexam- 
ining their local rules concerning proceedings before 
magistrate judges, Administrative Office staff prepared 
an information sheet and a new set of sample local rules 
on this topic. The sample rules reflect progress in court 
practices and local rulemaking techniques. They are de- 
signed to be concise and flexible, heeding the conclu- | 
sions of a 1989 study by the Judicial Conference Com- | 
mittee on Rules of Practice and Procedure that identified 
unnecessary and confusing provisions in local rules. 

The sample local rules also capitalize on dis- 
trict courts’ rulemaking experience, incorporating ideas 
pertaining to the duties of magistrate judges. Rather 
than treating magistrate judge use in detail, the sample 
addresses the scope of magistrate judges’ authority, 
alerts litigants to the role of a court's magistrate judges, 
and supplies potentially needed procedures not given 
elsewhere. 
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plaintiff and defense attorneys, 
law prolessors, and representa- 
tives from major bar groups 
took part in the event. 

Agency staff provided to 
the courts and to more than 60 
legal publishers the Official 
Bankruptcy Forms as amended 
by the Judicial Conference at its 
September 1997 session. Ad- 
ministrative Office staff also in- 
formed the courts and publish- 
ers as to implementation of the 
amended forms. 

The revision of the Fed- 
eral Rules of Appellate Proce- 
dure was approved by the Judi- 
cial Conference and submitted 


to the Supreme Court for its 
consideration. The appellate 
rules were revised to conform to 
Guidelines for Drafting and Edit- 
ing Court Rules. Another 17 pro- 
posed rules amendments were 
approved by the Judicial Confer- 
ence and submitted to the Su- 
preme Court for its approval. Fi- 
nally, 26 proposed rule amend- 
ments were published for public 
comment and will be considered 
by the Judicial Conference at its 
regularly scheduled meeting in 
1998. 

The staff also helped the 
rules committees monitor con- 
gressional activity in the 
rulemaking process. It advised 
the pertinent rules committees of 
any legislation introduced in or 
passed by Congress that could 
affect the rules of practice and 
procedure. Staff also prepared po- 
sition papers and correspondence 
addressed to Congress expressing 
the views of the Judiciary regard- 
ing rules-related issues in various 
pieces of legislation. 


ges 
entation 
grams 


The Administrative Office 
continues to host orientation 
programs for judicial nominees 
and judges elevated to chief 
judge. In 1997, 17 new chief 

ircuit and district judges, eight 


new chief bankruptcy judges, 
and 34 Article III judge nomi- 
nees visited the Administrative 
Office for orientation programs. 
The orientation programs famil- 
iarize judges with the work of 
the various divisions in the Ad- 
ministrative Office and ways in 
which agency staff provide assis- 
tance to the courts. Judges also 
have the opportunity to ask 
questions, exchange information 
on topics that concern them, 
and focus as needed on manage- 
ment issues. 


ges 
tirement 
Outreach 
grams 


The Administrative Office 
coordinates benefit programs 
and holds outreach programs for 
Article Ill judges, bankruptcy 
judges, and magistrate judges. 
Agency staff held three programs 
on benefits for judges as add- 
ons to the Federal Judicial 
Center's national meetings for 
district judges; 11 other pro- 
grams were the result of specific 
requests by courts. Three retire- 
ment planning seminars for 
bankruptcy judges were con- 
ducted by the Administrative 
Office in conjunction with Fed- 
eral Judicial Center workshops, 
and three similar seminars were 
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conducted for magistrate 
judges. Assistance to newly ap- 
pointed judges increased this 
year, with Administrative Office 
stall participating in a total of 
six videos used at orientations 
for district, bankruptcy, and 
magistrate judges. 

The Administrative Office 
has developed a new program 
that focuses on the needs of Ar- 
ticle II] judges who soon will be 
eligible to take senior status. 
The unique benefits and at- 
tributes of senior judges are not 
always completely understood. 
In January and August, two 
three-day programs were held 
for judges who were within one 
year of becoming eligible for 
senior status. These programs 
featured presentations on com- 
pensation and benetits, work- 
related issues, tax planning con 
siderations, and Social Securit) 


and Medicare 


International 
Judicial 
Programs 


Administrative Office staff 
who support the International 
Judicial Relations Committee 
hosted numerous international 
visitors trom over 25 countries. 
lopics of interest have included 
judicial organization and ad- 
ministration, budget prepara- 
tion, space and facilities, secu- 
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rity, judicial independence, and 
automation. Of particular sig- 
nificance in 1997 were tive ex- 
tended conference programs: A 
one-week conference entitled 


Elements of Judicial Administra- 


tion and its Relation to Judicial 
Independence for Latin Amert 
can judges; a judicial training 
conference co sponsored With 
the Federal Judicial Center for 
judges from the Russian Federa 


tion: a one-week conterence tot 


judicial representatives of three 


Central Asian countries on court 


administration, budget and {1 
nance, space and facilities, and 
court security, a three-day pro- 
gram on judicial organization 
and administration for adminis 
trators trom the Israeli Director 


ate of Courts: and a one-week 


conference on judicial gover- 


nance for Guatemalan magis- 


trates 
Administrative Office 


staff briet Chief Judge 
kidward Bh. Darr Is, 
Florida Southern, {0 


famnliart: CH with the 


Response to ovrdan 
the National livisionsinthe 


ISLOMS TH EN 
hdr istrative Office a 
Bankruptcy 
é WwaVs TW } I }) UVeH | 
Review staff provide as ISHANce 
: : the courts 
Commission o 


Ihe National Bankruptey 
Review Commission was estab 
lished by the Bankruptcy Re 
form Act of 1994 to investigate 
and study issues and problems 
relating to the bankruptcy sys 
tem and to submit a report of its 
findings and recommendations 


to Congress, the Chief Justice 


1,4 
fd 


to 
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and the President. The Commis- 
sion released its report October 
20, 1997. The report contains 
many recommendations that 
could affect the Judiciary. As a 
consequence, the commission's 
recommendations will be evalu- 
ated by several Conference com- 
mittees with a view to preparing 
a formal coordinated response 
during 1998. 


Bankruptcy 


amuinistrator 
Oram 

The Administrative Office 
provides program direction and 
oversight to the bankruptcy ad- 
ministrators in six judicial dis- 
tricts in Alabama and North 
Carolina. 


In cooperation with the 
Federal Judicial Center, Admin- 
istrative Office staff conduct 
regular training seminars on 
substantive, administrative, and 
legal issues involving bank- 
ruptcy administrators. In 1997, 
agency staff took part in the pre- 
sentation of a seminar that fo- 
cused on chapter 11] case man- 
agement and the estate adminis- 
tration oversight function of 
bankruptcy administrators. 


orma 
uperis Pilot 
dy 


In October 1993, Con- 
gress enacted legislation direct- 
ing the Judicial Conference to 
conduct a three-year study on 
the effect of waiving filing fees 
in chapter 7 bankruptcy cases 
for individual debtors who are 
unable to pay the filing fee. The 
legislation rec: i fee- 
waiver prograti. .- 7” mented 
and studied in not more than six 
districts for three years begin- 
ning October 1, 1994. The Ad- 
ministrative Office provided ad- 
ministrative oversight for this 
study, which included continu- 
ous review and evaluation of the 
operations of the six pilot 
courts: Illinois-Southern, Mon- 
tana, New York-Eastern, Penn- 
sylvania-Eastern, Tennessee- 
Western, and Utah. The study 


ended September 30, 1997. The 
Judicial Conference will report 
to Congress the results of the 
study by March 31, 1998. 


eys of 
gistrate Judge 
itions 

In 199], the Judicial Con- 
ference instituted a policy that 
requires the Administrative Of- 
fice to review all magistrate 
judge positions in a district ev- 
ery four years if the court has 
part-time magistrate judge posi- 
tions and every five years if the 
court has only full-time magis- 
trate judge positions. As a result, 
the agency reviews magistrate 
judge positions in about 20 dis- 
tricts a year, making recommen- 
dations for changes, as appropri- 
ate, in numbers, locations, sala- 
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ries, or arrangements. In addi- conducting security surveys of completed, a report is provided 
tion to these scheduled reviews, — federal court facilities this vear to the Marshals Service and the 
the Administrative Office also These reviews are intended to court. So far, the Administrative 
conducts surveys whenever a assist the U.S. Marshals Service Office has completed 20 sur- 
district court requests additional — and courts evaluate and en veys. The results of these sur- 
magistrate judge positions o1 hance eNXISUNg security services veys are being analyzed to 
other changes and procedures. Agency stalfare identify common trends or 
reviewing judges andemplovee problems 
part perimeter protecuol 
entry and mall screening 
urt Security arms, and other technical s Memorandum 
—————— ty systems; court security of Agreement 
Administrative Office officer training: post instruc 
staff, in conjunction with a tions, rad mmunications \ Memorandum of Agree- 
court securit\ officer from the equipment | INIStTALVe ment between GSA, the US 


U.S. Marshals Service, began requ is Once asurvey Is Marshals Service, and the Ad- 


ministrative Office on behall of 
the Judiciary, was updated. The 
new agreement gives the Mar- 
shals Service the authority to 
determine the level of access 
control at any facility that 
houses a judicial officer. The 
memorandum was signed in 
December 1997. 


Court Security Officers 
The U.S. Marshals Service 


began a study of court security 


officers to see if it would be ad- 


vantageous to convert ollicers to 


Court security ts closely 
monitored by US. 
Marshals within each 
courthouse. 
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lederal employees. In question is 
whether the court security of- 
licer program, currently totaling 
2.719 guards working on con- 
tract and costing about $115 
million in fiscal year 1997, could 
be more effective if the court se- 
curity officers became employ- 
ees of the Marshals Service. 

In an effort to make court 
security officers more fit, the 
Marshals Service is developing 
physical requirements and new 
medical standards. Plans also are 
being developed to have physi- 
cal examinations conducted by 
government contract physicians. 


Defender 
Services 


The Administrative Office 
is pursuing a number of ‘nitia- 
tives designed to improve un- 
derstanding and management of 
costs associated with the deliv- 
ery of high-quality defender ser- 
vices under the Criminal lustice 
Act (CJA). 

Recognizing that capital 
cases have been the driving lorce 
behind the recent increase in 
Defender Services spending, the 
Administrative Office has taken 


steps to achieve greater control 
over expenditures related to 
providing counsel in these com- 
plex and resource-intensive 
cases while continuing to study 
the factors that affect their cost. 
As a lirst step, the agency devel- 
oped forms and worksheets to 
help judges and appointed 
counsel engage in capital habeas 
case budgeting. By using a case 
budget, judges and lawyers can 
control unnecessary spending 
and avoid unexpected expenses, 
and still provide the resources 
necessary for appointed counsel 
to meet the complex demands 
of representation. 

District judges attended 
presentations on case budgeting 
in June, July, and September. 
The agency also is planning to 
develop a more versatile auto- 
mated version of the budget 
plan and is exploring the feasi- 
bility of creating a similar pro- 
cess for federal capital prosecu- 
tion cases. 

Administrative Office staff 
also assisted in formulating a 
policy developed by the Judicial 
Conference intended to ensure 
that expenditures in capital ha- 
beas cases are reasonable and 
necessary for an adequate de- 
fense. This policy urges each cir- 
cuit judicial council to establish 
a second level of review, in addi- 
tion to that provided by the pre- 
siding judicial officer, for any 
capital habeas corpus cases 
within the circuit in which at- 
torney fees surpass $100,000. 


Tit Ye Review 


Deter vice 


Federal Capital Habeas Corpus Cases 
1997 Cost Containment Initiatives 


The Administrative Office continues to aid in the implementation of the Judiciary’s recom- 
mendations from its 1995 study of representation costs in federal capital habeas corpus cases. 
Cost containment initiatives include the following: 


e Establishing and monitoring minimum average caseload-per-attorney ratios for defender or- 
ganizations representing habeas petitioners. 


@ Improving record-keeping and reporting practices for these organizations. 


e Modifying compensation request forms so that judicial officers have the benefit of complete 
payment histories when they review claims for compensation. 


e Developing national training and research resources to be used by counsel appointed in fed- 
eral capital habeas cases in order to reduce the time required, and thereby the compensation 
which they will ultimately seek. 


e Enhancing communication and encouraging cooperation among the participants in capital 
litigation in the interest of avoiding unnecessary activity on the part of both the prosecutor 
and the defense. 


In addition, the Administrative Office is designing a performance measurement system 
that will increase the ability to evaluate overall success in delivering defender services in accor- 
dance with its legislative mandate. Monitoring, measuring, and evaluation activities supported 
with Defender Services funding can avoid waste, enhance efficiency, and demonstrate that pro- 
gram goals are being met. 

While implementation of the performance measurement system will take several years, 
other projects aimed at improving the management of the Defender Services program are under- 
way and expected to yield benefits in the shorter term. In June 1997, the Administrative Office 
launched a two-district pilot project to assist courts in CIA panel attorney administration and case 
cost analysis. Nine more administrative and operational reviews of federal defender organizations 
were conducted this year, resulting in specific recommendations for the improvement of the offices 
visited. Further, defenders were provided with an office assessment guide, which allows them to 
evaluate and improve their office operations. Finally, the Administrative Office sponsored two five- 
day training programs for new federal defenders to teach them how to manage their budgets and 
administer their offices. 
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of the Commit increase trom 1995 to 1997 was 
services estab due to rapidly increasing de 
tice on Fed lense costs in federal capital 
Cases to prosecutions. Congress re 
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la ed on re I ase In the commu 
rity by the courts. This contrasts 
with a federal prison population 
of more than 113,000. Commu 
nity supervision costs $8.21 a 
day while the daily cost of inca 
ceration is over $64 a day, The 
main objectives of supervision 
are to enforce compliance with 
conditions of release, minimize 
risk to the public, and, for con 
victed offenders reintegrate the 
individual into a law-abiding 
lifestyle. Probation and pretrial 
services olficers also help judges 
make informed decisions regard- 
ing the release or detention of 
defendants and appropriate sen- 
tences for convicted offenders 

During 1997, the Admin- 
istrative Office supported more 
than 7.100 employees in proba- 
tion and pretrial services offices, 
providing national standards 
and policies as well as adminis- 
trative and management guid- 
ance. A primary focus during 
1Y97 was the development a) 
policies and procedures to carry 
out the responsibilities of proba- 
tion and pretrial services officers 
in more efficient and ellective 


Ways 
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In March 1997, a memo- 
randum to chief probation and 
pretrial services officers was dis- 
tributed alerting them to antici- 
pated new contracting proce- 
dures. By June 1997, new writ- 
ten procurement procedures au- 
thorizing the use of blanket pur- 
chase orders had been devel- 
oped. In early July, Director 
Mecham approved the new pro- 
cedures. 

The Administrative Office 
recently completed two training 
sessions for 150 court partici- 
pants and Bureau of Prisons staff 
on the new simplified procure- 
ment procedures. Some districts 
have reported cost savings as a 
result of implementing the new 
procedures. 


National Defendant/ 
Offender Lookup System 


Court and Administrative 
Office employees developed the 
National Defendant/Offender 
Lookup System to provide pro- 
bation and pretrial services of- 
ficers an additional tool by 
which defendants and offenders 
can be identified and to provide 
information concerning prior 
federal supervision. Data within 
this system are extracted from 
the centrally maintained proba- 
tion and pretrial services data- 
bases. Six offices tested the sys- 
tem from May through Septem- 
ber 1997. Continuing enhance- 


b Unirep Starrs Courts. 


ments and modifications to the 
system are anticipated. 


Digital Cameras 


| Digital cameras have be- 
come a component of the next 
generation of criminal justice 
systems, such as the Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation’ National 
Crime Information Center 2000 
(NCIC 2000), the Probation & 
Pretrial Services Automated 
Case Technology System 2000 
(PACTS 2000), and state law-en: 
forcement systems that submit 
data to NCIC 2000. To test the 
viability of using digital cameras 
in the federal probation and pre- 
trial services system, the AO 
provided six probation/pretrial 
services offices with different 
camera models. 

The Administrative Office 
encouraged offices to buy the 
cameras with salary lapse funds 
but provided up to $1,000 per 
headquarters office for those 
that did not have the funds. 


‘Legal Research 


The Administrative Office 
administers the Judiciary’s na- 
tional program for computer-as- 
sisted legal research (CALR). In 
September 1995, the agency 


awarded two contracts for com- 
puter-assisted legal research: one 
to West Group, for all categories 
of research services, including 
legal research, newspapers and 
journals, and people and public 
records, and one to Lexis, for 
newspapers and journals 
(NEXIS) services only. Effective 
October 1, 1997, the Adminis- 
trative Office accepted, on be- 
half of the federal Judiciary, an 
unsolicited gift of free research 
services from Lexis-Nexis. The 
gift extends for seven years, 
through fiscal year 2004. The 
Administrative Office is working 
with Lexis-Nexis to implement 
access to these services through- 
out the federal Judiciary. In ad- 
dition, a limited contract for 
newspaper and journal services 
not covered by the gift was re- 
newed for fiscal year 1998. 

The Judiciary’ contract 
with West Group was renewed 
for fiscal year 1998; thus Judi- 
ciary users will have access to 
both Westlaw and Lexis-Nexis 
research services. 


Lawbooks 
———— 

Over the past two years, 
expenditures for computer-as- 
sisted legal research and 
lawbooks have been reduced 
significantly, resulting in savings 
and cost avoidance to the Judi- 
ciary of more than $12 million. 
This has occurred through poli- 
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Court Interpreting 
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102,000 events reported by all 
the courts in fiscal year 1996 


Interpreters were required 
for more than 92 languages, al- 
though Spanish interpreted pro- 
ceedings accounted for 93 percent 
of all reported events. Other 
languages representing a high 
rate of interpreter use by the 
courts were Vietnamese (1 000 
events), Mandarin (885 events), 
Cantonese (825 events), Korean 
(620 events), Arabic (450 events), 
and Russian (400 events) 


Interpreter Certification 


The Court Interpreter Cer- 


tification Program helps courts 
obtain certified or qualified in- 
lerpreters as required by 28 U.S 
§ 1827. The University of Ari- 
zona, under a contract with the 
Administrative Office, has been 
administering the Spanish/En- 
glish written and oral examina: 


tions nationwide since 1985 
Che written examination is the 
lirst step ina two-step certilica 
tion process, The second step is 
a Spanish/English oral examina 
tion, which was administered in 
October and November 1997 to 
$55 candidates 

Initial results of the exami 
nation indicate that 105 more 
interpreters will be added to cer 
tified listings available lor use by 
27 courts. With the completion 
of the certification cycle, the 
courts will have about 748 
Spanish, 1 3 Haitian-Creole, and 
9 Navajo language interpreters 
to choose from on the certilica 
tion listings 


Court Interpreting 
by Telephone 


During fiscal year 1997, 
10 in-court hearings and 280 
out-of-court conterences were 
held using the telephone inter- 
preting system. The Administra 
tive Office implemented a plan 
to expand the program from the 
current service site inthe U.S 
District Court for the District of 
New Menico in Las Cruces to 
live additional district courts— 
California-Central, the District 
of Columbia, Florida-Southern. 
Puerto Rico, and Texas-South- 
ern. In 1998, once these courts 
are operational, they will be able 
to provide telephone interpret 


Ing services to other courts 
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Pilot Study 
on Digital Audio 
Recording 


Based on a recommenda 
tion by the Committee on Court 
\dministration and Case Man 
agement, the Judicial Conte 
ence has authorized a study of 
digital audio recording as a 
method of taking the official 
record of court proceedings. The 
Administrative Office ts imple: 
menung the study, which will 
include a cost/benefit evalua- 
tion, an evaluation of the use of 
the technology tor transcribing. 
and development of minimum 
specifications and technical 
standards. Twelve courts will 
participate in the study, four of 
which are part of the Electronic 
Courtroom Project 


Management 
Reviews 


Management and organi 
Zational reviews are conducted 
to provide clerks’ offices, proba- 
tion and pretrial services offices, 
and federal defender organiza- 
tions with assessments of exist- 
Ing operations and to make rec- 
ommendations for improving 
court services. In addition, re- 
Views ol specific court program 
areas such as case Management, 
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interpreting, drug and mental 
health treatment. and electronic 
monitoring also are conducted 
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Judiciary also employs stan- 
dards for conducting program 
reviews and has issued a study 
guide for conducting and docu- 
menting such reviews. In fiscal 
vear 1997, over 70 such reviews 
were conducted 

In addition to the pro- 
gram audits and reviews, the Ju- 
diciary provides other on-site 
assistance to individual court of- 
fices. Teams of subject matter 
experts from the Administrative 
Office and court offices provide 
automation technical assistance 
] 


] 
personnel consultation, and 
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The Administrative Office 
is implementing a study 
On digital audio 
recording as a method of 
taking the official record 
of court proceedings to 
replace or augment 
traditional methods of 
court reporting. Twelve 
courts will take part in 
the study. 


visits related to the Judiciary’ 


Methods Analysis Program 
About 300 such consulting and 
technical assistance reviews 


were done in fiscal year 1997 


Civil Justice 
Reform Act 


On May 9, 1997, on be- 
halt of the Judicial Conterence, 
Director Mecham submitted the 
tinal Civil Justice Retorm Act 
CJRA) report to the Senate and 


House Judiciary committees 
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Copies of the report were sent 
to all district judges, circuit ex- 
ecutives, district executives, and 
district court clerks. Director 
Mecham noted that “the CJRA 
required the most comprehen- 
sive review ever pertormed of 
the civil litigation process in the 
lederal courts,” and that “an 
enormous amount of time and 
energy was given by the entire 
Judiciary as well as the 1,700 
litigant representatives from all 
94 districts.” 

Che report provides a de- 
tailed description of the experi- 
ence of the federal courts in ap- 
plying the act civil litigation 
cost and delay reduction mea- 
sures. It also includes a series of 
Judicial Conference recommen- 
dations to ensure the continued 
efficient resolution of civil cases 
in the federal courts. Although 
all the requirements of the act 
have been completed, Adminis- 
trative Office staff are working 
with various Judicial Conference 
committees on the implementa- 
tion of these Conference recom- 
mendations 


Alternative Dispute 
Resolution 


In response to one of the 
recommendations, the Adminis- 
trative Office surveyed all dis- 
trict courts and built a database 
of Alternative Dispute Resolu- 


lion programs in operation, how 


= 


te 


y 


many cases are in those pri iteam ol 
grams, and what efforts and 1 d cour 
sources are required to operat | es to the 


them. The data will be provided 
to the Judicial Resources C 


mittee and the Judicial Conte! Judicial 

ence to assist in the evaluatiot ( atfecting the 
of funding requirements fo) Hice pro 
these programs to reflect 


Bankruptcy 
Clerk's Manual Bankruptcy 
Revised Noticing Center 


The newly revised third icing 
edition of the clerks manual fo Lo by 
U.S. bankruptcy courts was ficient. Op 
completed and issued to all rm under 
bankruptcy courts. The thre ry, the 
volume manual, which deta‘! racts data 
administrative and procedural ts bank 
requirements found in ban! 
ruptcy statutes, rules, and Jud ses 
cial Conference resolutions 


at a fraction of the time and cost 
required to manually produce 
the notices. 

At the end of fiscal year 
1997, 84 of 90 bankruptcy 
courts were using the BNC to 
print and mail almost 6 million 
bankruptcy notices per month. 
The resulting savings over the 
five-year life of the contract will 
be $11 million. 

Administrative Office staff 
support the Bankruptcy Notic- 
ing Users Group, which makes 
policy regarding issues related 
to the Bankruptcy Noticing 
Center and electronic bank- 
ruptcy noticing. 

The current BNC contract 
will expire September 30, 1998. 
The process of recompeting the 
contract opened by issuing a re- 
quest for proposals in March 
1997, with contract award ex- 
pected early in calendar year 
1998. 


Electronic Bankruptcy 
Noticing 

~ While the production and 
distribution of paper notices 
through the Bankruptcy Notic- 
ing Center has significantly re- 
duced costs, further savings 
from postage are realized 
through electronic noticing. 
Functioning like a sophisticated 
e-mail system, the Electronic 
Bankruptcy Noticing (EBN) sys- 
tem is designed to eliminate the 


production and mailing of a 
substantial number of paper no- 


tices. EBN is being tested in four 


courts, allowing those courts to 
transmit electronically bank- 
ruptcy notices through the BNC 
to large participating creditors 
and to the Internal Revenue Ser- 
vice. 


Autodocket System 


| Nationwide implementa- 
tion of the Autodocket BNC 
Certificate of Service for 68 
courts using the BANCAP case 
management system began in 
September 1997. This innova- 
tion further extends efficiencies 
generated by the BNC. 
Previously, after mailing a 
notice, the BNC would send a 
paper certificate of such mailing 
to the originating court, and the 
clerk's office staff would manu- 
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ally docket the certificate of 
mailing to the courts case man- 
agemeni system. This has been a 
time-consuming procedure. 
Autodocket speeds the process 
by electronically sending the 
certificate to the court and auto- 
matically making the corre- 
sponding docket entry in the 
courts case management sys- 
tem. In addition, the system e- 
mails status reports to case ad- 
ministrators to indicate success- 
ful docketing or to pinpoint 
pos ible errors. 


The Paper Document Man- 
agement Manual was completed 
in 1997 to help court managers 
determine whether to pursue 
imaging technology in manag- 
ing a growing volume of paper 
and meeting demands for access 
to case records. Providing such 
access could reduce the need for 
the public to visit the site where 
the hard copy case files reside 
and decrease the frequency of 
requests for retrieval, photo- 
copying, and refiling of docu- 
ments. Also, clerks’ office staff 
would have a more efficient and 
effective means of fulfilling re- 
quirements to serve copies of 
orders and other documents. 
The manual was the result of a 
collaborative effort between the 
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Administrative Office and bank- 
ruptcy court employees. 


Bankruptcy 
‘Miscellaneous 
‘Fee Schedules 
‘Revised 


The Miscellaneous Fee 
Schedules for District and Bank- 
ruptcy Courts were revised in 
1997. Administrative Office staff 
worked closely with judges and 
clerks in reviewing the old fee 
schedules to determine which 
fees had become outdated or 
administratively burdensome io 
collect, and in creating new fees 
to address technological, finan- 
cial, or operational advances. 
The new fee schedules were ap- 
proved by the Judicial Confer- 
ence at its September 1997 ses- 
sion and became effective Janu- 
ary 1, 1998. 


In recent years, bank- 
ruptcy filings—together with 
bankruptcy court staffing alloca- 
tions— have increased dramati- 
cally. However, this trend is in 
sharp contrast to the experience 


of other years when filings de- 
clined and staff reductions had 
to be implemented. To minimize 
the effects of such changes on 
the funding allocation formula, 
the Administrative Office, work- 
ing closely with the National 
Conference of Bankruptcy 
Clerks and the Bankruptcy 
Clerks Advisory Group, devel- 
oped a two-year average of filing 
data for use in determining fiscal 
year 1998 work unit allocations. 
Instead of using only the past 
years data, the new allocation 
method relies on the most re- 
cent 24-month data period, with 
a weight of 60 percent given to 
the most recent 12 months. This 
has the effect of more evenly 
spreading increases or decreases 
over the two-year period. Imple- 
mentation of this method in 
early fiscal year 1998 lowered 
the staffing increase associated 
with the growth in filings by 
more than 400 positions, a cost 
savings of about $19 million. 


hancial 
siness 


Aprovement 


oF 
Administrative Office staff 
continued in 1997 business pro- 
cess reengineering efforts to im- 
prove the effectiveness and effi- 


ciency in court financial man- 
agement and operations. Em- 
phasis is on financial data integ- 
rity and accountability, with a 
number of significant improve- 
ments made in account recon- 
ciliations. Courts in each circuit 
now are supported by a desig- 
nated agency accountant to pro- 
vide increased guidance and 
help court financial staff regard- 
ing central reporting, reconcilia- 
tion, and financial management 
issues. Accountants also are 
working closely with the courts 
to implement the Financial Ac- 
counting System for Tomorrow 
(FAS.T) by providing account- 
ing support for the conversion 
and reconciliation of financial 
data into the new accounting 
system. 


Allotment Simplification 
Funding for court staff, 
which constitutes about 83 per- 
cent of total court funds, is allot- 
ted to the courts by formulas. 
Beginning in fiscal year 1998, 
the Administrative Office 
streamlined the processes for re- 
questing and allotting non-per- 
sonnel funds for recurring oper- 
ating expenses in the courts. 
The new approach is a simpler, 
more equitable process. Funds 
are allotted for most operating 
expenses using one aggregate 
formula rather than through 
separate allotments for 40 differ- 


di 


ent budget expense categories. 


An Ad Hoc Task Force on Allot- 


ment Simplification, composed 
of 18 court unit executives and 
12 senior Administrative Office 
managers, guided formula de- 


velopment, with expert contrac- 


tor assistance. 


re Supeceten 


funds. 


cal year. 
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The Administrative Office. 


working with the courts, issued 
guidelines for the Judiciary’s In- 
formation Systems Architecture 


The advantages of this new formula-based process are that it 


e Allows for a more equitable distribution of operating expense 


e Simplifies the resource distribution process by basing allotments 
largely on objectively derived and applied formulas. 


e Simplifies the former complicated, labor-and-paper-intensive, and 
costly budget development process. 


e Allows for the allotment of more funds at the beginning of the fis- 


Allotment Process — 


(ISA), which specifies the tech 
nical requirements, design prin- 
ciples, and standards by which 
data are to be managed and 
shared and by which applica- 
tions are to be developed. Use 
of the ISA in developing tech- 
nology applications provides for 
flexible solutions that will suc- 
cesstully address the evolving 
needs of the Judiciary. The 
guidelines, published as Inlor- 
mation Resources Management 
Standard 701.0, established the 
ISA as the framework for sup- 
porting the Judiciary = business 
needs and user requirements 
Guided by the information sys. 
tems architecture, the Adminis- 
trative Office made progress in 
1997 in improving and enhanc- 
ing the Judiciary’s technology 
infrastructure. 

Agency staff also contin- 
ued improving software applica- 
tions and issuing new releases. 
modernizing financial and ad- 
ministrative processes, and de- 
veloping programs to help 
courts handle case-related re- 
sponsibilities. 


@ Reduces substantially allotment appeals, supplemental allotment 
requests, and associated paperwork. 


Replacement of 
Database Management 
System 


e Improves financial management in the courts by giving each court 
more certainty about the future allotments it will receive. 


As a result of this new approach, for fiscal year 1998, 100 court For more than 16 years, 
units were able to avoid submitting a budget request to the Administra- 


tive Office. This number is expected to grow. 


the Judiciary has used Unity da- 
tabase software to develop and 


implement such nationally sup- 


ported systems as the Iniegrated 


lit 
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Case Management System 
(ICMS) and Probation and Pre- 
trial Services Automated Case 
Tracking System (PACTS). New 
applications such as those for 
financial systems, jury manage- 
ment, and human resources in- 
formation require a more mod- 
ern system to support their de- 
sign and functionality. In June 
1997, the Administrative Office 
awarded a nationwide contract 
for Informix, a relational data- 
base management system, 
along with associated software 
products, maintenance agree- 
ments, and services. The new 
database management system 
will provide improved adminis- 
trative tools, a higher level of 
data security and integrity, and 
advanced reporting capabili- 
ties. 


Year 2000 


| Building on efforts begun 
before this fiscal year, Adminis- 
trative Office staff continued to 
modify and test nationally sup- 
ported systems to ensure that 
they will run properly when 
the year 2000 begins. Problems 
associated with the year 2000 
stem from the commonly used 
practice in computer program- 
ming of using a two-digit code 
to denote the year and the code 
00 being interpreted as year 
1900 instead of the year 2000. 
With help from a working 


group of 14 court representa- 
tives, agency staff completed 
the internal test of the 
Judiciary’s nationally supported 
ICMS software that was modi- 
fied to process the year 2000 
and later dates correctly. Repre- 
sentatives from three appellate 
courts, six district courts, five 
bankruptcy courts and the Ad- 
ministrative Office conducted 
the test in early August. After 
software corrections, external 
testing was done in October at 
the Arizona Test Center. Using 
court and agency staff instead 
of contractors to prepare for the 
year 2000 saved more than $3 
million. 

In addition to preparing 
nationally supported software 
for the year 2000, agency staff 
are helping courts solve prob- 
lems in local systems. 


Financial Accounting 
System for Tomorrow 


| The Financial Accounting 
System for Tomorrow (FAS, T) 
will provide a single financial 
accounting system for courts, 
which will be integrated with 
the Central Accounting System 
at the Administrative Office. 
FAS,T is commercial off-the- 
shelf software that will meet the 
Judiciary’ financial require- 
ments: ease of use, flexibility 
and adaptability, and adequate 
internal controls. 


The Financial Umbrella 
Group endorsed the approach to 
select four courts to begin imple- 
mentation in May 1997. Using 
selection criteria defined by the 
Financial Umbrella Group, the 
Districts of Arizona, Kansas, 
Maryland, and Kentucky -West- 
ern were selected. The software 
was installed and project teams 
began working at each court in 
June. The courts identified court 
unit coordinators, developed 
project plans, mapped current 
operating models, and developed 
plans for conversion and imple- 
mentation. To assist these courts, 
project teams were assigned to 
work in each of the four districts. 
The courts developed their indi- 
vidual conversion and implemen- 
tation strategies to begin using 
FAST October 1. 

Experience gained during 
these initial implementations 
will enable the Judiciary to 
implement more effective ap- 
proaches and procedures for the 
nationwide expansion of the sys- 
tem. Experience to date indi- 
cates a significant requirement 
for re-engineering processes and 
procedures in order to take ad- 
vantage of the new system and 
technology. 

An application process 
was adopted for early imple- 
mentation courts and 45 courts 
have applied for early imple- 
mentation. FAS.T will be imple- 
mented in the remaining courts 
over the next two years. 


Jury Modernization 
Project 
— 

The first phase of the Jury 
Modernization Project, the Na- 
tional Service Center, is operat- 
ing in over 20 courts. The cen- 
ter, which began operating in 
the first quarter of fiscal year 
1997, provides master wheel 
creation and maintenance, scan- 
nable questionnaire printing 
and processing, and summons 
printing and mailing. The sec- 
ond phase of the project, the 
Jury Management System (JMS), 
will enable courts to bring all 
jury service functions in-house 
by the year 2000. The contract 
for the commercial off-the-shelf 
software was awarded in De- 
cember 1997 and will provide 
for the installation of the soft- 
ware on both the server and end 
users’ workstations, training for 
both jury staff and system ad- 
ministrators, and hotline sup- 
port. The initial implementation 
sites have been selected with in- 
stallation and training targeted 
for March 1998 in these tive 
sites. The Administrative Office 
will develop a rigorous imple- 
mentation schedule for all 
courts that choose the JMS. 


Criminal Justice Act 


The CJA Replacement 
Project will replace the anti- 


quated system for paymeni of 
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Criminal Justice Act panel attor- 
neys and expert witnesses. It is 
scheduled to be implemented in 


the last quarter of fiscal year 1998. 


Electronic Case Files 


The use of electronic case 
liles is being explored as a way 
to ease the administrative bur- 
den of growing caseloads and 
possibly reduce handling costs 
and storage space required for 
managing paper files and docu- 
ments. By eliminating the re- 
petitive, ume-consuming acuiv- 
ties of managing paper files. 
electronic case files also are ex- 


pected to increase stalf produc 


tivity, and allow the courts to re- 


spond to inquiries faster and 


more efficiently. 


The Administrative Office 
continues its work with the Ju- 
dicial Conterence Committee on 


Automation and Technology, 
\utomation and Technolog’ The second phase of the 


others to move forward with Project, the Jury 
this effort Management System, will 
In April 1997, the Admin- 


istrative Office distributed an 


enable courts to bring all 
jury service functions in- 
house by the vear 2000 


initial report, Electronic Case 
Files in the Federal Courts: A Pre- 
liminary Examination of Gouls, Is- 
sues, dnd the Road Ahead. Work 
continues to follow-up on that 
report through court focus 
groups, legal analysis, planning 
SUPPOTT. policy development 
and educational efforts 

\ number of individual 
federal COUTTS alre id1\ AT Opel 


. . ' ] FAN ' 
dung Prototype electronic Case 


By eliminating the 
repetitive, time 
consuming activities of 
managing paper files, 
electronic case files also 
are expected to increase 
staff productivity and 
allow court staff to 
respond to inquiries 
faster and more 
efficiently. 
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Office, the Northern District of 
Ohio began receiving electronic 
filings in maritime asbestos cases 
through the Internet in January 
1996. Late in 1996, the bank- 
ruptcy court in the Southern 
District of New York began test- 
ing a prototype electronic case 
tile system based on the same 
model. 

Based on the early success 
in the two courts, the Adminis- 
trative Olfice has expanded the 
capabilities of the prototype sys- 
tems in the first two courts and 
is testing those systems in three 
other district courts and four 
other bankruptcy courts. 


District Court Systems 


Western District of Missouri 
Eastern District of New York 


Northern District of Ohio 


District of Oregon 


Bankruptcy Court Systems 


District of Arizona 
Southern District of California 
Northern District of Georgia 
Southern District of New York 


Eastern District of Virginia 
(Alexandria division only) 


In 1998, Administrative 
Office statf will coordinate an 


assessment of the formal func- 
tional requirements. Those re- 


quirements, along with the 


knowledge gained from proto- 


type efforts in several district 


courts and bankruptcy courts as 


well as the information devel- 


oped through continuing study, 


will provide a basis for deter- 


mining the best course to make 


electronic case files systems 
available to all federal courts. 
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Video 
Telecommunications 


Applications are being 
studied for several video tele 
communications technologies 
including training, administra 
tive conferencing, and court- 
room proceedings. Two tech- 
nologies are being evaluated 


@ lwo-way video- 


conferencing using dial- 


up or leased-line tele- 


phone connections that 
allow reniote interactive 
meetings to be held with 
out incurring the expense 
or inconvenience ol tra\ 
eling to. a common meet 
ing location. Although 
video links between the 
Administrative Office and 
the courts have been set 
up in the past, for the 
first time in 1997 the 
technology was used for 


an entire room {ull of 


' J) 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 


& Unirep Stares Courts 


people attending a regu- 
larly scheduled meeting. 
The link took place be- 
tween Texas and Wash- 
ington, D.C., as part of a 
5" Circuit Office Auto- 
mation Users Group 
meeting. More than 40 
court staff had the oppor- 
tunity to meet with Ad- 
ministrative Office pre- 
senters by means of this 
video link. 


Satellite broadcasting al- 
lows the one-way video 
transmission of an infor- 
mation or education pre- 
sentation to be broadcast 
simultaneously to court 
sites throughout the 
country. In late 1997, the 
Judiciary began acquiring 
and installing the equip- 
ment and facilities neces- 
sary to broadcast com- 
mercial quality satellite 
television programming 
to as many as 200 court 
locations. For education 
and training purposes, 
satellite broadcasts can be 
a cost-effective adjunct to 
the current training op- 
portunities provided by 
the Administrative Office 
and Federal Judicial Cen- 
ter. 


Both of these technologies 


time and costs. When used for 
courtroom proceedings, 
videoconferencing can speed the 
resolution of cases, reduce the 
cost of litigation and, for pretrial 
hearings, reduce security costs 
and risks by allowing prisoners 
to participate directly from 
prison rather than the court- 
house. 


Electronic Courtroom 
Project 


| Administrative Office 
staff, with help from judges, 
other court staff, federal public 
defenders, and U.S. attorneys, 
are evaluating existing and 
emerging technologies that 
show promise for facilitating 
courtroom proceedings. This 
project focuses on the use of vi- 
sual courtroom technologies, 
including evidence presentation 
and videoconferencing capabili- 
ties. It also includes an exami- 
nation of realtime court report- 
ing; digital-audio recording; ac- 
cess from the courtroom to a 
variety of office automation ser- 
vices, such as word processing 
and electronic mail; and access 
to computer-assisted legal re- 
search databases. 

In June 1997, data collec- 
tion to assess the use of these 
technologies began in cour’ al- 
ready equipped with one or 


courts have been identified for 
participation in the assessment. 
Information is being collected 
through questionnaires, monthly 
assessment forms, usage logs, 
and interviews with judges and 
others participating in the pro- 
ceeding where technologies are 
used. The results of the assess- 
ment, which should be com- 
pleted in 1998, will be used to 
make recommendations for the 
Judiciary’s acquisition, imple- 
mentation, and use of court 
room technologies found to be 
effective and cost-beneficial. 

In addition, the Adminis- 
trative Office will provide courts 
with advice about the use, tech- 
nical capabilities, infrastructure 
considerations, funding, and 
procurement sources for the 
various technologies. 


Bankruptcy Court 
CHASER 

A working group of bank- 
ruptcy judges, clerks, and sys- 
terns managers developed, with 
Administrative Office staff sup- 
port, Bankruptcy Court Cham- 
bers Access to Selected Elec- 
tronic Records (BK CHASER). 
BK CHASER facilitates case 
management by making auto- 
mated case data maintained by 
the clerk's office available to 
bankruptcy judges and cham- 


offer the potential for efficien- 
cies mainly by eliminating travel 


bers staff in an easy-to-use for- 
mat. The system was designed 


more courtroom technology ap- 
plications. Overall, some 35 
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to have three components: 
Query, Reports, and Calendar. 

Software packages for the 
Query and Reports components 
for Bankruptcy Court Automa- 
tion Project (BANCAP) courts 
were released in November 
1996, and on-site training of 
about 700 court employees was 
held in fiscal year 1997. The BK 
CHASER BANCAP web version 
of the Query and Reports com- 
ponents was released in Novem- 
ber 1997. The National Inte- 
grated Bankruptcy System 
(NIBS) Query and Report com- 
ponents are ready for external 
testing and should be released 
to the courts in fiscal year 1998. 
The calendar component for 
both BANCAP and NIBS courts 
is still being developed. 


gram 


lementation 
Training 

ivities 

Consistent with its statu- 
tory responsibilities, the Admin- 
istrative Office provides training 
to judiciary personnel required 
to implement programs and sys- 
tems promulgated by the Judi- 
cial Conference and the Admin- 
istrative Office, and training as- 
sociated with carrying out ad- 
ministrative authorities that are 
delegated by Director Mecham 
to the courts. During fiscal year 


1997, these Administrative Of- 
fice programs reached approxi- 
mately 25,820 participants. Of- 
ferings included traditional 
training workshops and semi- 
nars, orientations, videos, on- 
site technical assistance, train- 
the-trainer programs, and inter- 
active computer programs. Also, 
the agency produced many in- 
structive manuals, guides, and 
other publications. 

Usually developed in part- 
nership with court staff, the 
agencys training programs are 
directly linked to the timely 
implementation of Judiciary 
policies and programs. The pro- 
grams focus on teaching the 
“nuts and bolts” of Judiciary 
systems and processes such as 
contracting, facilities manage- 
ment, budget decentrali. ion, 
financial operations, Court Per- 
sonnel System administration, 
statistical reporting, and travel 
regulations. 

Orientations to adminis- 
trative responsibilities for court 
managers and chief judges, ben- 
efits workshops, and retirement 
planning sessions are also popu- 
lar programs. The provision of 
defender services training is a 
large effort involving national, 
regional, and local programs. 
The Administrative Office's 
Technology Training and Sup- 
port Division in San Antonio, 
Texas, offers an extensive array 
of technical systems and end- 
user training programs (an elec- 


tronic catalog is posted on J- 
Net). In addition to its national, 
regional, and on-site programs, 
the Administrative Office allots 
funds to the courts to cover lo- 
cal training needs. 

This year, the agency 
completed a comprehensive as- 
sessment of financial manage- 
ment training needs in the 
courts. The results of this assess- 
ment will drive the develop- 
ment of new programs and the 
modification of existing finan- 
cial training programs. 

The Administrative Office 
regularly relies on court advi- 
sory groups and court staff to 
assist in program development 
and to participate as faculty in 
workshops. This ensures that 
the courts’ practical needs are 
addressed. Also, through a long- 
standing cooperative agreement 
with the Federal Judicial Center, 
the Administrative Office often 
turns to the Center for assis- 
tance in program design. 

This year’s new programs 
on the capital construction pro- 
cess resulted from a collabora- 
tive effort by the Administra- 
tive Office, the General Ser- 
vices Administration, the Fed- 
eral Judicial Center, judges, 
and court staff. The Adminis- 
trative Office and Federal Judi- 
cial Center have begun devel- 
oping plans for expanding the 
use of distance learning 
through satellite broadcasts and 
instructional TV. 
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New training and educa- 
tion programs delivered in 1997 
included these programs: 


@ Allotment Simplification 
Workshops 


@ Financial Accounting 
System for Tomorrow 
End-User Training 


@ Financial Accounting 
System for Tomorrow 
Training Video 


@ Workshops for Assistant 
Circuit Executives for 
Space and Facilities 


@ Capital Construction Pro- 


cess: Planning, Design, 
and Construction 


@ lelephone Interpreting 
Expansion Training 


@ Symposiums on kules 
Governing Discovery 


@ Bankruptcy Administra- 
tor Workshop for Chap- 
ter 11 Issues 


@ Court Personnel System 
Update Sessions 


@ Model Employment Dis- 
pute Resolution Plan 
Questions and Answers 
(offered via J-Net) 


e@ Benefits, Retirement, and 


Financial Planning for Ar- 


tie Ill Judges 
@ | -tirement Planning for 


Bankruptcy Judges 


@ Benefits Training for 
Health & Benefits Coor- 
dinators 


Health Benefits Video 


Performance Management 
Technical Assistance 


Drug Aftercare Contract- 
ing (on-line questions 
and answers via Caucus) 


Operation Drug Test 
Implementation 


PACTS: Substance Abuse 
Treatment Module Inter- 
active Computer Program 


Building Effective Partner- 
ships to Manage Technol- 
ogy in Probation/Pretrial 
Services 


Statistical Reporting 
Court-Site Training for 
Probation and Pretrial 
Services 


Introduction to Proba- 
tion/Pretrial Services Mo- 
bile Computing (proto- 
type sites) 


Orientation to the Inte- 
grated Library System 


AIMS Solaris Workshop 
AIMS Database Design 


AIMS Unit Executive 
Training 


Phase II Telecommunica- 
tions Training Seminar 
Oracle Database Training 


PACER Networking and 
Systems Administration 


Introduction to Electronic 
Case Files (prototype sites) 


Electronic Courtroom 
Videos 


rsonnel 
erations 


On March 12, 1997, the 
Administrative Office entered 
into a long-term contract with 
Peat Marwick to deliver the Hu- 
man Resources Management In- 
formation System (HRMIS), 
which will replace the Judiciary’s 
current personnel and payroll 
systems. The contract calls for 
Peat Marwick to modify a com- 
mercial, off-the-shelf software 
package called Federal InPower, 
to meet the Judiciary’s require- 
ments, test the modifications, 
and then to install, implement, 
and support the modified prod- 
uct. The contractor also will de- 
velop and conduct extensive 
training for users, assist in con- 
verting current personnel and 
payroll data to the new system, 
and provide general administra- 
tive support during the project 
development stage. 

The Systems Moderniza- 
tion Project (SMP), which is 
managing the contract and 
project, has developed exten- 
sive plans for continuous and 
specific involvement of court 
staff in conjunction with numer- 
ous subject matter experts 
throughout the Administrative 
Office. The SMP Work Group 
consisting of court unit execu- 
tives advised project team mem- 
bers, arranged for a select group 
of court staff to participate in 
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the initial training on the new 
software, and assisted project 
and contractor staff define in 
more detail the system design 
requirements. 

When implemented, 
HRMIS will represent a signifi- 
cant expansion of the personnel 
and payroll information directly 
and immediately available to the 
courts. It also will complement 
budget decentralization and 
other related activities. 


Benefits Improvement 


J On August 22, 1997, a 
contract was awarded to Towers 
Perrin, an international benefits 
consulting firm to help Admin- 
istrative Office staff 


e Determine if Judiciary 
employees have adequate 
access to quality health 
care. 


e Determine if Judiciary 
employees have sufficient 
information to make in- 
formed health care pur- 
chasing decisions. 


e Determine the adequacy 
of the employee benefits 
package offered to judicial 
officers and Judiciary em- 
ployees. 


@ Provide the Office of Per- 
sonnel Management with 


information outlining the 
benefits needs of judicial 

officers and Judiciary em- 
ployees. 


In January 1998, Towers 
Perrin staff surveyed a sample of 
Judiciary employees on their im- 
pressions and perceptions related 
to the employee benefits plans 
offered under the Federal Em- 
ployee Benefit Program. Results 
will be available in 1998. Towers 
Peitin also gathered samples of 
all types of communication ma- 
terial related to health benefits 
that were distributed to Judiciary 
employees. This information, 
along with the results of the sur- 
vey and interviews, will help 
Towers Perrin provide Adminis- 
trative Office staff with recom- 
mendations for improving deliv- 
ery of information in preparation 
for next year’s open season for 


health benefits. 


Court Financial 
Training Needs 


| The Administrative Office, 
with assistance from Arthur 
Andersen Consulting, completed 
an assessment this year of the fi- 
nancial, accounting, and budget 
training needs throughout the 
federal court system. 

A project team gathered 
quantitative and qualitative in- 
formation by visiting courts, 
conducting focus group meet- 


ings of court employees, inter- 
viewing Administrative Office 
financial subject matter experts, 
and surveying 2,500 Judiciary 
employees. 

Recommendations for 
meeting the identified needs, in- 
cluding traditional training pro- 
grams, job aids, and nontradi- 
tional alternative training, such 
as use of the new broadcast tele- 
vision network, are currently 
being reviewed. 


Equal Employment 
Opportunity 


| The Administrative Office 
provides guidance and support 
to judges, court managers, and 
other Judiciary employees on 
equal employment opportunity 
(EEO) issues. The agency pro- 
vides a duty officer program, re- 
search services, and EEO basic 
training. This year, basic training 
courses were conducted in the 
Third, Fourth, and Eleventh Cir- 
cuits. The course is based on a re- 
view of the Model EEO plan and 
questions frequently asked about 
its practical application issues. 
Portions of the course focused on 
the Model EEO Plan, discrimina- 
tion complaint procedures, EEO 
investigations, and EEO solu- 
tions available to the courts. 

In March 1997, the Judi- 
cial Conference approved a 
Model Employment Dispute 
Resolution Plan as required by 
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Act of 1995. The Judicial Conter: 
ence requested that all courts 
adopt the model plan and advise 
their circuit councils that they had 
done so by December 1997. The 
Administrative Otfice is providing 
assistance to courts as they pre- 
pare to implement their employ- 


ment dispute resolution plans 


Director's Awards 


Each year, Director 
Mecham invites nominations for 
two types of awards honoring 
court employees. The Directors 
Award for Administrative Excel- 
lence honors individuals who 
promote administrative innova- 
tion within the federal court sys 
tem, and the Directors Award fot 
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nizes managers who have made 
sustained long-term contribu- 
tions to increase managerial ellec- 
tiveness and who have developed 
Improvements in the administra- 
tion of the federal Judiciary 

In 1997, the Director's 
\ward for Administrative Excel- 
MI. Weibel. 
Bankruptcy Clerk of Court for 


lence went to Mary 


the District of Southern lowa 
Directors 1997 Awards tor Out- 
standing Leadership went to 
Cathy A. Catterson, Clerk of 
Court, 9° Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals: Kal re] 


lerk of Court 


n Eddy, Bankruptcy 
t for the Southern 
District of Flor da: the late Carol 
C. Fitzgerald, former Clerk of 

Court for the District of Nevada: 
Richard A. Houck Jr.. Chiet Pro- 


bation Officer tor the District of 


Chief Probation Officer for the 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania. 


Statistical — 


Reporting 


Collecting and reporting 
statistics on the caseload of the 
lederal courts is a core responsi- 
bility of the Administrative OF- 
lice. The agency seeks to pro- 
vide the most effective and effi- 
cient ways for court employees 
to manage statistical Information 
gathering and reporting, and for 
agency Sst all to handle the tre- 
nendous volume of data the 
Administrative Office receives 
from federal courts. The follow- 


Ing activities Indicate ste ps ti iken 


Tue YE R 


in 1997 to improve this process 
while minimizing the burden on 
the courts. 


Reporting Guides 


The Administrative Office 
has developed on-line statistical 
reporting guides to assist court 
staff in the proper automated re- 
porting to the Administraiive 
Office of caseload related data. 
These guides are useful in train- 
ing new staff and as a refresher 
and reference tool for others. 


Bankruptcy On-Line 
Statistical System 

| In 1997, the Administra- 
tive Office completed the na- 
tional expansion of the Bank- 
ruptcy On-Line System. The 
system enables court staff to 
control efficiently the accuracy 
of their statistical data by pro- 
viding direct access to the 
agencys mainframe computer 
for the addition, deletion, and 
updating of individual records. 


Civil Justice Reform Act 
(CURA) Software 


| 


A new version of the court 
case-management software pro- 
gram for tracking statistics on 
pending civil motions, bench 
trials, and three-year-old cases 


was released to the courts in 


July. The program incorporates 


a number of technical modifica- 
lions to improve its performance, 
as suggested by court and Ad- 
ministrative Office employees. 
Overall, this enhanced program 
promotes more accurate and 
consistent statistical reporting. 


Bankruptcy Appellate 
Panels 


By January 1997, the 
First, Second, Sixth, Eighth, and 
Tenth Circuits had established 
Bankruptcy Appellate Panels to 
process appeals from the bank- 
ruptcy courts within their juris- 
dictions. These newly estab- 
lished panels are an addition to 
the long-standing Ninth Circuit 
panel. To support this effort, Ad- 
ministrative Office staff worked 
with court employees to develop 
and implement a stac:stical and 
data reporting capability to. 
bankruptcy appeals panels. 


Electronic Document 
Management System 


Increasing workload de- 
mands have generated strong in- 
terest within the Administrative 
Office for developing an inte- 
grated electronic document im- 
aging system. The proposed sys- 
tem will enhance productivity 
by refining workflow and by re- 
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ducing paper volume. Improve- 
ment also is anticipated in data 
accessibility and should enhance 
the agency's ability to respond to 
information requests efficiently. 
Preliminary work began in 1997. 


Magistrate Judge 
Statistical Reporting 


Magistrate Judge Statistics 
Through Automated Records 
(MJSTAR) is an automation 
project intended to improve 
magistrate judge statistics. In 
addition to the technical and 
administrative support provided 
by the Administrative Office, the 
project is being directed by an 
ad hoc working group of court 
employees, including magis- 
trate judges and clerks of court, 
The primary objective o! 
MJSTAR is to improve the uni- 
formity, reliability, and efficiency 
of collecting and presenting 
magistiate judge workload intfor- 
mation. Another objective is to 
relieve chambers staff of the ad- 
ministrative burden of manually 
collecting workload statistics. In 
1998, the Central Violations 
Bureau will begin collecting de- 
tailed data on petty offense 
cases filed on violation notices 
as part of the MJSTAR project. 
Administrative Office staff will 
be working closely with the bu- 
reau to ensure the accuracy of 
this information. 
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IN Protile: 
The Administrative Office 
of the U.S. Courts 


Statutory Authority 3 Implements the policies of the Judicial Conterence ol 
. the United States and supports its network of 24 com- 
28 U.S.C. & 601-612. Congress established the mittees (including advisory and special committees) 
\dministrative Office of the U.S. Courts in 1939 to by providing staff to plan meetings; develop agendas: 
provide administrative support to federal courts. prepare reports; and provide substantive analvtical 


support to the development of issues, projects, and 
recommendations. 


Supervision 


@ Supports over 2,000 judicial officers, including active 
and senior appellate and district court judges, bank- 


Ihe Director of the Administrative Office carries 
ruptcy judges, and magistrate judges. 


out the agencys statutory responsibilities and other 

duties under the supervision and direction of the Judi- 

| cial Con crence of the United States, the principal 
policy-making body of the Judiciary. 


@ Advises court administrators regarding procedural 
and administrative matters. 


@ Provides program leadership and support for circuit 
executives, clerks of court, staff attorneys, probation 


Responsibilities and pretrial services officers, federal defenders, circuit 
librarians, conference attorneys/circuit mediators 
\ll responsibility for the Administrative Office of bankruptcy administrators, and other court employ: 
the U.S. Courts is vested in the Director, who is the eS. 
Chic! Administrative Officer for the federal courts. Un- 
der his direction, the agency carries out the following @ Provides centralized core administrative functions 
functions such as payroll, personnel, and accounting services 
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Administers the Judiciary’s unique personnel sys- Organization 
tems and monitors its equal employment oppor- 
tunity program. | 
Director 
Develops and executes the budget and provides Leonidas Ralph Mechain 
to courts for local budget execution. 273-3000 


Defines resource requirements through forecasts 
of caseloads, work-measurement analyses, assess- 
ment of program changes, and reviews of indi- 
vidual court requirements. 


Provides legislative counsel and services to the 
Judiciary; acts as liaison with the legislative and 
executive branches. 


Prepares manuals and a variety of other publica- 
tions. 


Collects and analyzes detailed statistics on the 
workload of the courts. 


Monitors and reviews the performance of pro- 
grams and use of resources. 


Conducts education and training programs. 
Audits the courts’ financial operations. 


Handles public affairs for the Judiciary, respond- 
ing to numerous inquiries from Congress, the 
media, and the public. 


Develops new ways for handling court business, 
and provides training and assistance to court em- 
ployees to help them implement programs and 
improve operations. 


Develops and supports automated systems and 
technologies used throughout the courts. 


Coordinates with the General Services Adminis- 
tration the construction and management of the 
Judiciary’s space and facilities. 


Monitors the U.S. Marshals Service's implementa- 
tion of the Judicial Facilities Security Program, 
including court security officers, and executes se- 
curity policy for the Judiciary. 


Serves as the chic! executive of the Administrative Office, 
Secretary to the Jucticial Conference, and ex officio member 
of the Executive Conimittee of the Judicial Conierence and 
the Board of Directors of the Federal Judicial Center. 


Associate Director, Management and Operations 
Clarence A. Lee, Jr. 
273-3015 

Chief advisor to the Director on management and opera- 
tional matters; ensures that activities of all agency elements 
are functioning in support of the Director's goals. 


Associate Director and General Counsel 
William R. Burchill, Jr. 
273-1100 

Provides legal counsel and services to the Director and 
staff of the Administrative Office and to the Judicial Confer- 
ence; responds to legai inquir'es from judges and other court 
officials regard. co) = os. presents agency in bid 
protests and othe. 3) *_ wigation. 


Judicial Conference Executive Secretariat 
Karen K. Siegel, Assistant Director 
273-1140 

Coordinates the agency's performance of the staff functions 
required by the Judicial Conference and its committees; main- 
tains the official files of the Judicial Conference; and responds 
to judges and other court personnel regarding Conference ac- 
tivities. 


Legislative Affairs 
Michael W. Blommer, Assistant Director 
273-1120 

Provides legislative counsel and services to the Judiciary: 
maintains liaison with the legislative branch; manages the co- 
ordination of matters affecting the judiciary with the states. 
legal entities, and other organizations; develops and produces 
other analyses. 
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Public Affairs 
Charles D. Connor, Assistant Director 
273-0107 

Provides public-aflairs and communications advice to the 
Director and Administrative Office staff; manages the agency's 
publications program, manages the Judiciarys Internet and 
intranet web sites. 


Court Programs 
Noel J. Augustyn, Assistant Director 273-1500 
Manages support provided to the courts for defender ser- 
vices, probation and pretrial services, clerks of court, circuit ex- 
ecutives, sta‘f attorneys, conference attorneys/circuit mediators, 
circuit librarians, court reporters, and interpreters, including 
the development of budgets, allocation of resources, and man- 
agement of national programs. 


Facilities, Security and Administrative Services 
P. Gerald Thacker, Assistant Director 273-1200 
Manages services provided to the courts in the areas of 
court security, relocation and travel, contracts and services, and 
space and facilities, and provides administrative services for the 
Administrative Office itself; serves as the primary contact on 
real property administration matters with the General Services 
Administration. 
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Finance and Budget 

Joseph J. Bobek, Assistant Director 273-2000 
Manages the budget, accounting, and financial systems of 

the Judiciary; provides information on the impact of proposed 

legislation upon the Judiciary; and prepares financial analyses 

on Judiciary programs. 


Human Resources and Statistics 

Myra Howze Shiplett, Assistant Director 273-1277 
Manages services provided to the courts in the areas of 

statistics, personnel, payroll, health and retirement benefits, 

and equal employment opportunity. 


Information Technology 

Pamela B. White, Assistant Director 273-2300 
Administers the automation program of the Judiciary: its 

planning, infrastructure, and resource allocation. 


Judges Programs 

Peter G. McCabe, Assistant Director 273-1800 
Supports the Judiciary’s long-range planning efforts; over- 

sees the formulation and promulgation of federal rules of prac- 

tice and procedure; delivers legal and administrative services to 

judicial officers, including Article III judges, bankruptcy judges 

and magistrate judges. 
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1997 Caseload Highlignts 


U.S. Courts of Appeals 


— Appeals filings rose | percent to reach an all-time 
high. 

— Administrative agency appeals increased 56 percent, 
primarily because of an 81 percent surge in appeals of 
Immigration and Naturalization Service decisions. 

— Civil appeals filings declined 2 percent as prisoner 
petition appeals dropped 5 percent 

— Criminal appeals filings fell 3 percent, with the most 
significant reduction occurring in drug-related appeals 
(down 7 percent). 


U.S. District Courts 


— Total filings in U.S. district courts rose 2 percent. 
— Weighted tilings increased 7 percent to 504 per 
authorized judgeship 


Civil Filings 


— Civil filings grew | percent, mostly because filings 
with the United States as a party increased 23 percent. 

— Civil filings per authorized judgeship reached 420, the 
highest level in 10 years. 

~~ Federal question litigation dropped 2 percent as state 
prisoner petitions fell 31 percent. 


Criminal Filings 


— Criminal case filings increased 5 percent and criminal 
defendant filings grew 4 percent. 

— Immigration case filings jumped 21 percent and 
accounted for 13 percent of all criminal filings. 

— Drug case filings grew 13 percent, and defendants 
charged with drug offenses rose 8 percent. 


.S. Bankruptcy Courts 


— Bankruptcy petitions climbed 23 percent to a record 
level. 

— Nonbusiness filings soared 24 percent to surpass one 
million; business filings rose | percent. 

— Chapter 7 filings jumped 26 percent and chapter 13 
filings grew 18 percent. 


Federal Probation System/Pretrial Services 


— As of September 30, 1997, a total of 91 434 persons 
were under the supervision of the federal probation 
system, a 3 percent increase over 1996. 

— The number of persons serving terms of supervised 
release rose 1] percent. accounting for 56 percent of all 
persons under supervision. 

— The number of pretrial services defendants grew 9 
percent to 69,283. 


JUDK Wg Business 


his report contains statistical data on the business of the federal 

judiciary during fiscal year 1997, Compares the caseload for this 

year to those of prior fiscal years, and, wherever possible, ex- 

plains why increases or decreases occurred in the courts’ 
caseload. Specific sections address the work of the appellate, district, 
and bankruptcy courts; the probation/pretrial systems; and other compo- 
nents of the federal judiciary. A table of judicial caseload indicators pre- 
sents totals for all major segments of the federal courts. 


Judicial Business 


Once again, the major 
merging from the 1997 
Caseload Highlights 
. that the lederal 
iscload increased in 
rogram area. Filings of 


es in the appellate and 


bankruptcy courts reached 
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Inv » percent More Persons 


nder supervision than on that 


date the previous year, and pre- 
trial services cases Jumped 9 
percent 

The caseload and associ- 
ated workload of federal judges 
has risen significantly over the 
last five years. From 1993 to 


1997. the following occurred 


— the total number of weighted 
civil and criminal filings per 
district judgeship (which are 
based on weights that 
account for differences in the 
time judges need to resolve 
various types of civil and 
criminal actions) climbed 20 
percent from 419 to 504: 


— the number of appeals 


terminated per three-judge 
panel grew 7 percent: 


G 


— bankruptcy filings per 
authorized judgeship rose 52 
percent 

Despite these increases. 
no new Article II judgeships 
have been created in seven 
years, and the number of bank- 
ruptcy judges authorized and 
funded has not changed since 


199 3 


UsS. Courts of 


lal) @lerelis 


[he number of appeals 
filed in the 12 regional courts o! 


appeals roe | percent in 1997, 
attaining an all-time high of 
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Indicators 


Fiscal Years 1993, 1996, and 1997 


% Change % Change 

Judicial Caseload 1993 1996 1997 Since 1993 Since 1996 
U.S. Courts of Appeals’ 

Cases Filed 50,224 51,991 52,319 4.2 0.6 

Cases Terminated 47,790 50,413 51,194 7.1 1.5 

Cases Pending 38,156 38,774 39,899 4.6 2.9 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil 

Cases Filed 229,850 269,132 272,027 18.3 1.1 

Cases Terminated 226,165 250,387 249,641 10.4 -0.3 

Cases Pending 218,041 250,934 273,320 25.4 8.9 

Criminal (includes Transfers) 

Cases Filed 46,786 47,889 50,363 76 5.2 

Defendants Filed 65,653 67,700 70,201 6.9 3.7 

Cases Terminated 44,800 45,499 46,887 4.7 3.1 

Cases Pending 28,701 32,156 35,632 24.1 10.8 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 

Cases Filed 897,231 1,111,964 1,367 364 52.4 23.0 

Cases Terminated 958,408 1,005,025 1,223,967 27.7 21.8 

Cases Pending 1,152,824 1,189,213 1,332,610 15.6 12.1 
Federal Probation System 

Persons Under Supervision 86,823 88,966 91,434 5.3 2.8 

Presentence Reports 47,454 51,662 52,174 9.9 1.0 
Pretrial Services 

Pretrial Services Cases Activated 57,036 63,497 69,283 21.5 9.1 

Total Released on Supervision 28,029 30,502 30,757 9.7 0.8 


‘Excludes the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 
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52,319. This growth resulted’ 


mainly from increases in appea. + 


of administrative agency deci- 
sions (up 56 percent) and in 
original proceedings (up 16 per- 
cent). Appeals terminated rose 2 
percent, which led appeals 
closed per authorized three- 
judge panel to increase from 
906 to 920. Tables | and 2 con- 
tain summary data on the activ- 
ity of the U.S. courts of appeals. 
Detailed data for the appeals 
courts appear in the B series of 
the appendix tables. 

Eight circu..s reported in- 
creases in appeals filed in 1997, 
with the largest growth taking 
place in the District of Colum- 
bia (up 14 percent), the First 
Circuit (up 6 percent’, and the 
Second Circuit (up 6 percent). 
The greatest percentage declines 
in appeals filed occurred in the 
Third and Fourth Circuits, 
which had drops of 4 percent 
and 3 percent, respectively. The 
Third Circuit experienced de- 
creases in both criminal and 
prisoner petition appeals, 
whereas the Fourth Circuits re- 
duction consisted primarily of a 
decline in prisoner petitions. 

Filings of administrative 
agency appeals and original pro- 
ceedings both increased, revers- 
ing last years decrease for such 
filings and offsetting this year's 
drop in criminal, civil, and 
bankruptcy appeals (down 3 
percent, 2 percent, and 19 per- 
cent, respectively). Administra- 
tive agency appeals rose 56 per- 


cent, primarily because of an 81 
percent surge in appeals of Im- 
migration and Naturalization 
Service decisions, which par- 
icularly affected the Ninth and 
Eleventh Circuits, following the 
enactment of the Illegal Immi- 
gration Reform and Immigrant 
Responsibility Act of 1996 
(Public Law 104-208) on Sep- 
tember 30, 1996. This legisla- 
tion overhauled the exclusion 
and deportation process, revised 
certain grounds for excludability 
and deportability, and narrowed 
some available waivers. Growth 
also occurred in appeals of deci- 
sions by the Benefit Review 
Board (BRB), which jumped 110 
percent (up 267 cases); the Fed- 
eral Communications Commis- 
sion (FCC), which climbed 114 
percent (up 146 cases); and the 
Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), which rose 148 
percent (up 129 cases). Al- 
though increases in BRB appeals 
were widespread, the vast ma- 


jority originated in the Fifth Cir- 


cuit, where such filings rose 546 
percent (up 142 cases). This 
most likely happened because 
the Omnibus Appropriation Act 
(Public Law 104-134) enacted 
in 1996 provides that any deci- 
sion pending in the BRB for 
more than one year shall auto- 
matically be affirmed if not 
acted upon. In the Fifth Circuit, 
a majority of the BRB appeals 
were associated with the 
Longshore and Harbor Workers 
Compensation Act. Increases in 
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@ Prisoner Petitions ™® Other 


1997 


FCC and EPA appeals, which 
were concentrated in the District 
of Columbia Circuit, occurred 
primarily in response to new 
regulations or changes in stat- 
utes. In particular, multiple EPA 
appeals filings involved the 
Clean Air Act. 

The decline in criminal 
appeals primarily stemmed from 
appeals related to drug offenses, 
which fell 7 percent. This de- 
crease in criminal appeals oc- 
curred despite this year’ large 
increase in filings of immigra- 
tion and drug cases in district 
courts along the southwestern 
border of the United States. 
However, most of these cases 
were disposed of in district 
courts by guilty pleas. 

Just as much of the growth 
in civil appeals in recent years 
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U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
Fiscal Years 1993 Through 1997 


Filed ___ Terminated 
Cases Cases 
Authorized per per 
Year Judgeships Number _ Panel _ Number Panel Pending 
1993 167 50,224 902 47,790 859 38,156 
1994 167 48,322 868 49,184 884 37,269 
1995 167 50,072 899 49.805 895 37,310 
| 1996 167 51,991 934 50,413 906 38,774" 
1997 167 52,319 940 51,194 920 39,899 
% Chg. 1997 
Over 1996 — 0.6 0.6 1.5 1.5 2.9 
Note: This table excludes data for the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 
“Revised. 
‘e: 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Sources of Appeals 
Fiscal Years 1996 and 1997 
Percent 
Source 1996 1997 Change 
Total 51,991 52,319 0.6 
U.S. District Courts 
Criminal 10,889 10,521 -3.4 
C ‘l—Total 36,137 35,414 -2.0 
Prisoner Petitions 16,996 16,188 -4.8 
U.S. Civil 4,304 3,803 -11.6 
Private Civil 14,837 15,423 3.9 
Other Appeals 
Bankruptcy 1,434 1,158 -19.2 
Administrative Agency 2,827 4.412 F5.1 
Original Proceedings 704 814 15.6 


Note: This table excludes data for the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 
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was linked to growth in pris- 
oner petition appeals, the de- 
cline in civil appeals this year 
was associated with a 5 percent 
decline in prisoner petitions. 
This reduction resulted from the 
enactment of the Prison Litiga- 
tion Reform Act in April 1996, 
which was intended to reduce 
the filing of frivolous petitions 
by, in part, imposing filing fees. 
Last year, many inmates filed 
petitions before the fee require- 
ment took ellect. This produced 
an 8 percent jump in filings of 
civil rights prisoner petitions 
between March and June 1996, 
followed by a marked decline of 
32 percent Irom June 1996 to 
September 1997 

This year, the everall 
number of cases involving pro 
se litigants (65 percent of which 
were filed by prisoners) de- 
clined 2 percent. Pro se cases 
constituted 42 percent of a'l ap- 
peais filed in 1997, down from 
43 percent last year. The num- 
ber of pro se appeals increased 
in 5 of the 12 circuits, with the 
First Circuit having the greatest 
increase (up 24 percent). Al- 
though the nu: 
litigants filing prisoner petitions 


rot pro se 


fell 6 percent, the number filing 
employment civil rights appeals 
rose 17 percent. Supplemental 
fable 5-4 contains summary 
data on mro se appeals. 
Bankruptcy appeals, 
vhich accounted for 2 percent 
of «ll appeais tiled, dropped 19 


percent this year to their lowest 
level since 1990. Decreases in 
filings were reported for 9 of the 
12 circuits, with reductions 
ranging from 12 to 43 percent. 


eral Circuit 


Fiuings in the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Cir- 
cuit rose 9 percent (up 121 ap- 
peals) to 1,458, reversing direc- 
tion alter last years 28 percent 
drop in filings, which was the 
lowest total since 1987. Just as 
last year’s reduction in filings re- 
sulted primarily from a decline 
in .ppeals of Merit Systems Pro- 
tection Board (MSPB) decisions, 
this year’s growth stemmed 
largely from a 15 percent jump 
(up 69 cases) in MSPB appeals. 
Increased filings of cases from 
the U.S. Court of International 
Trade and the U.S. Court of Vet- 
erans Appeals, which climbed 
66 percent (up 33 cases) and 42 
percent (up 25 cases), respec- 
tively, also contributed to the 
overall growth. The rise in ap- 
peals of U.S. Court of Interna- 
tional Trade decisions was 
linked to last year’s filings of 
more than 2,000 actions in that 
court challenging the consti- 
‘utionality of the Harbor 
Maintenance Tax. Filings of 
appeals involving the Patent 
and Trademark Office, how- 


ever, dropped 19 percent 
(down 17 cases). Appendix 
Table B-8 provides summary 
data on the activity of the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit. More detailed data are 
available from the Office of the 
Clerk of the U.S. Court of Ap- 
peals for the Federal Circuit. 


U.S. District: 


Greluats 


Filings in-U.S. district 
courts in 1997 totaled 322,390, 
a 2 percent increase over 1996 
(up 5,369 filings) that led filings 


per authorized judgeship to 
climb from 490 to 498. Case 
terminations remained relatively 
stabie at 296,528 (a rise of less 
than | percent). Because filings 
outnumbered terminations, the 
pending caseload grew 9 per- 
cent to 308,952 on September 
30, 1997. 


Civil Filings 


In 1997, civil filings in the 
U.S. district courts increased | 
percent to 272,027. This 
marked the four.h consecutive 
year in which the national civil 
caseload rose. As a result, civil 
filings per authorized judgeship 
grew from 416 to 420, the high- 
est total in 10 years. The in- 
crease in filings resulted prima- 
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rily from growth in actions in- 
volving the United States as a 
plaintiff or defendant. Filings 
under federal question jurisdic- 
tion (i.e., the federal courts’ in- 
terpretation and application of 
the U.S. Constitution, acts of 
Congress, or treaties) and diver- 
sity of citizenship declined. 
Summary data on civil filings in 
U.S. district courts appear in 
Tables 3 and 4. 

Actions with the United 
States as a plaintiff or defendant 
rose 23 percent from 48,755 to 
60,004. U.S. plaintiff cases 


jumped 35 percent, mainly be- 
cause filings involving defaulted 
student loans more than 
doubled from 4,460 to 9,043. 
All 12 circuits experienced 
growth in such cases, and in 
more than half of the circuits 
such filings climbed 100 percent 
or more. U.S. Department of 
Justice officials attributed this 
increase to intensified efforts by 
the Department of Education to 
submit defaulted student loans 
for collection. 

The number of filings with 
the United States as defendant 


grew 18 percent from 33,217 to 
39,038. This increase stemmed 
from a 46 percent surge in social 
security filings and a 14 percent 
rise In prisoner petitions, most 
of which consisted of motions to 
vacate sentence. Higher num- 
bers of social security disability 
insurance cases (up 47 percent) 
caused the total number of so- 
cial security filings to grow by 
more than 2,400. In 10 of the 
12 circuits, filings ¢. disability 
insurance cases increased by 
more than 100, with the Sec- 
ond, Fourth, Sixth, and Eighth 


1@: 


U.S. District Courts 


Civil Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
Fiscal Years 1993 Through 1997 


Cases Filed 


Cases 
Authorized per 

Year Judgeships Total Judgeship 
1993 649 229,850 354 
1994 649 236,391 364 
1995 649 248,335 383 
1996 647 269,132 416 
1997 647 272,027 420 
% Chg. 1997 
Over 1996 — 1.1 1.0 
“Revised. 


Recovery 
and 
Enforce- All 
ment Prisoner Other 
Cases Petitions Cases 
4,519 53,451 17° 680 
2,330 57,940 176,121 
1,822 63,550 182,963 
5,139 68,235 195,758 
9,677 62,966 199,384 
88.3 -7.7 1.9 


Ter- 

minated Pending 

226,165 218,041 
228,361 223,759 
229,820 234,008 
250,387 250,934" 
249,641 273,320 
-0.3 8.9 


CIPCUILS each re POTLIA Mor 
than 300 new cases. For th 
second consecutive vear, th 
rise In social security tilings rr 
ulled mostly trom the speedier 
PrOCessiy of bac Koga Cl CAS 
by the Social Security Adminis 
tration 

Mouons t Care sen 
lence jumped 20 percent 
partl\ because Ol LT Baile 
United Stales Supreme Court 
ruling and the enactment of th 
Antiterrorism and Etfective 
Death Penalty Act (AEDPA) in 
1996, The Bailey decision 
which restricted the impositiot 
! enhanced penalties lor using 
firearms in violent crimes o1 
drug tiathi | Ing ollenses, cau tue 
many lederal prisoners serving 
SLC h Sentences lo eek LO Vacalk 


\EDPA established a 


one-year limitation period for 


tinem Th 


liling prisoner petitions unde} 
28US.C. 2255, leading nu 
merous prisoners to file mo 
tions to vacate sentence belore 
the period expired. Another 
contributor to the overall nse in 
U.S. delendant prisoner peti 
lions was a | 2 percent increase 
in habeas corpus prisoner peti 
Lions 

Although total civil filings 
increased in 1997, private cases 
declined 4 percent Federal 
question litigation fell 2 percent 
to 156,596, mostly as a result 
of a 3] percent drop in state 
prisoner petitions to 27,658 
down more than 12,000 peti 


tions). the lowest level since 


upi @ IN| 


reduction LCMMNed 


LOO] Thy 
primarily trom the enactment of 
the Prison Ligation Relorm 
ACI Despit the overall decline 
in federal question litigation, a 
YU) percent surge OCCUIT dan 
personal injury/product hability 
cases, Many of which involved 
breast implants. Civil filings in 
the Eastern District of Michigan 
oared by more than 10,000 
cases as a result of a recent deci 
ion of the U.S. Court of Ap 
peals for the Sixth Circuit that 
led to the transter to that district 
Of preexisting Cases or claim 
filed in other districts (or, in 
OMe SLANE Wn state COUurL 
Ihe Eastern District of Michigan 
where Chapter 11 federal 
bankruptcy proceedings invol\ 
ing the Dow Corning Corpora 
tion are now pending 

Diversity of ciuzenship {il 
ings tell 9 percent (down mor 
than 5,400 filings). In the 
Northern District of Alabama, a 
decrease in personal injury/ 
product liability cases (down 14 
percent) arising from a reduc 
tion in breast implant cases 
made total civil filings in that 
district fall 59 percent (down 
’ 250 cases) 

Civil case terminations re 
mained stable in 1997, declin 
ing less than | percent from 
250,387 1n 1996 to 249.641. A 
reduction of more than 6,000 
personal injury/product liability 
case terminations in the South 
ern District of Texas was the 


chiel factor in the overall na 


| Civilffiynas 


Thousands 


100 


1993 1994 1995 


@ Prisoner Petitions 


pS 


Year Ended September 30 


*Other @ Recovery and Enforcement 


tional decrease in civil termina 
tions. In 1996, this district had 
an unusually high number o! 
personal injury/product hability 
terminations as numerous breast 
implant cases were either re 
manded to state courts or trans 
ferred to the Northern District 
of Alabama 

lhe median time interval 
(rom filing to disposition tor 
civil cases was eight months in 
1997. an increase ol one month 
over 1996. Most of this increas 
involved contract, civil rights 
and social security cases 

Che number of civil cases 
pending rose 9 percent to 
273,320, largely based on the 
growing caseload in the Eastern 
District of Michigan, where 


pending cases tripled (up nearly 
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— enn 
U.S. District Courts 
Civil Cases Filed, by Jurisdiction, 
Fiscal Years 1993 Through 1997 
U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Federal Diversity of Local 
Year Total Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 
1993 229,850 20,482 31,242 126,271 51,445 410 
1994 236,391 15,805 29,605 135,853 54 886 242 
1995 248,335 14,130 29,028 153,489 51,448 240 
1996 269.132 15,538 33,217 159,513 60,65 179 
1997 272,027 20,966 39,038 156,596 55,278 149 
% Chg. 1997 
Over 1996 1.1 34.9 17.5 18 “8.9 “16.8 


11,000 cases) as a result of the 
Increase in personal injury/ 
product liability breast implant 
filings. In addition, five other 
district courts (the Eastern Dis 
trict of Texas, the Eastern Dis 
trict of Pennsylvania, the East 
ern District of New York, the 
Southern District of Florida, 
and the Central District of Cali 
fornia) reported that their pend: 
ing caseloads each grew by 
more than 1,000 cases. Personal 
injury/product liability cases ac- 
counted for much of the in 
crease in the Eastern District of 
lexas and the Eastern District of 
Pennsylvania. The pending 
caseload in the Eastern District 


of Texas rose as a result of filings 
related to the Norplant birth 
control device undet 
Multidistrict Litigation Docket 
Number 1038; the growth in 
the Eastern District of Pennsy| 
vania stemmed from filings re 
lated to the ACROMED bone 
screw device under Multidistrict 
Litigation Docket Numbet 

1014. The increases in the East 
ern District of New York, the 
Southern District of Florida, and 
the Central District of California 
involved a mixture of cases. The 
number of civil cases p_nding 
for three years or more rose 40 
percent to 22,642, mainly be 


cause of the large number of 


personal injury/product liability 
breast implant cases pending in 
the Northern District of Ala 
bama 

The C senes of the appen 
dix tables provides detailed in 
formation on civil matters 


Arbitration Cases 


In May 1989, Public Law 
100-702 established a court-an 
nexed arbitration program to 
settle civil disputes without re- 
sorting to tral. This program 
provides for the following two 
types of arbitration: voluntary 
arbitration, whereby a court re 


fers a case to arbitration with 


both parties consent, and man 
datory arbitration, whereby a 
court orders arbitration tora 
case in Which the plainull seek: 
no more than $150,000 in 
When a case 


goes Lo arbitration, an outside 


money damage: 


neutral party or panel of neutral 
parties presents the lugants 
with an opinion of the likely 
outcome of atrial. An 
arbitrators decision is not bind 
ing; within 30 days alter the 
decisions release, the parties can 
file for a trial, which will cause 
the case to be treated as if it 
never went through arbitration 
he first districts authorized to 
use mandatory and voluntary 
arbitration were California 
Northern, Florida-Middle 
Michigan-Western, New Jersey 
New York-Eastern, North 
Carolina-Middle, Oklahoma 
Western, Pennsylvania-East 
ern, Missouri-Western, and 
lexas-Western. The Judicial 
Conterence later authorized 10 
additional districts to use vol 
untary arbitration only 

During 1997, the seventh 
year of arbitration reporting, 
3.827 cases were relerred to ar 
bitration in the 10 original dis 
tricts, a7 percent decrease 
(down 273 cases) over 1996 
[hese cases represented 8 pet 
cent of total civil filings 
48 34] 


slightly from the 9 percent they 


in these courts dow n 


accounted tor last veat 
The Eastern District ot 


Pennsylvania and the District of 
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New Jersey made the ereatest 
use of court-relerred arbitration 
reporting 1,109 cases and 1,033 
new cases, respectively, [he 
largest numerical mereases i at 
bitration relerrals occurred i 
the Western District of Okla 
homa (up 249 relerrals), the 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania 
(up 94 relerrals), and the 
Northern District of California 
up 90 relerrals), Of the 10 
original courts, + reported rises 
in arbitration reterrals, 2 1% 
ported declines, and 4 reported 
they had no arbitration reterral 
this year. In previous year: 
court officials reported that the 
overall decrease in arbitration 
cases resulted trom the tull 
Implementation of expense and 
delay reduction plans under the 
Civil Justice Reform Act. which 
In part, authorizes arbitration 
courts to use other means of al 
ternative dispute resolution. The 
four districts that reported no 
arbitration reterrals (Michigan 
Western, Missour-Western 
North Carolina-Middle, and 
lexas- Western) now use federal 
mediation procedures to settle 
cases that would have been re 
ferred to arbitration in the past 
Mediation also involves litigants 
meeting with outside neutral 
parties (often subject matter ex 
perts) for discussion, but differs 
from arbitration in that it places 
a greater emphasis on reaching a 
settlement rather than on pro 
viding an opinion of the likely 


outcome alt tla 


\s in the past four years 


the cases that the 10 courts r 
lerred to arbitration in 198 
primarily consisted of personal 
INjUrV Cases (MOSTLY MOLOT VE 
hicle cases), contract actions, la 


bor suits, and civil rights ac 


lions. Supplemental Table S-12 
summarizes the cases tiled in 
1996 and 1997 in the 10 dis 
tricts authorized to use both 
voluntary and mandatory arbi 


tration 


Criminal Filings 

In 1997, filings of both 
criminal cases and detendant 
rose to their highest levels sinc 
1933. the vear the Prohibition 
Amendment was repealed. Case 
lilings grew 5 percent to 
10,363, which caused tiling 


pet authorized judg 


CSL) 
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crease trom /# to 78 cases. Dr 
lendant filings climbed 4 pet 
cent to 70,201. Criminal case 
lerminations rose 3 percent 
With filings outpacing termina 
lions, the pending caseload 
grew 11 percent to 35,6032 
[able 5 summarizes the numbe 
of criminal cases filed, termi 
nated, and pending lor the past 
live years 

This year’s increase con 
sisted primarily of filings related 
to drugs and immigration 
Higher totals for both these ot 


lenses resulted from initiatives 


by the Department of Justic 

(DO}) to secure the southwest 
ern border of the United Stat 
These initiatives emphasize the 
prosecuuion of alien smuggling 
and of atlempted reentry by de 
ported aliens or aliens previ 
ously convicted of telomes. Th 
US. Attorneys offices in thes 
districts also received additional 
resources that led to increased 
PFOSe’ ution of these offenses 
Cases involving immigration 
typically have one defendant pet 
case, so the numbers of cases 


and delendants rose at almost 


Fiscal Years 1993 Through 1997 


Filed 

Authorized Cases per 
Year Judgeships Total Judgeship Drugs' Terminated Pending’ 
1993 649 46,786 72 12,238 44,800 28,701 
1994° 649 45,484 70 11,369 45,129 26,328 
1995 649 45,788 71 11,520 41,527 28,738 
1996 647 47 889 74 12,092 45,499 32, 156° 
1997 647 50,363 78 13,656 46 887 35,632 
% Chg. 1997 
Over 1996 — 5.2 5.4 12.9 3.1 10.8 


' Excludes transfers. 


(he same rate. growing by Jot 74 
and 2,501, respectively, Fraud 
OUT] 


Hhings and forgery and « 


levtuing tilings also erew. Thy 


combination of drugs, fraud 
and immigration tilings ac 
counted tor 5; 1 reent of all 
criminal cases and for 63 pet 
cent of all criminal delendants, a 
e Percentage point merease 
both categories over last veal 
Some of the overall increase was 
offset by declines in larceny and 
embezzlement cast 
Filings of drug case: 


climbed | percent to 13,656 


T@s 
U.S. District Courts 


(Includes Transfers) 


Criminal Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 


* Pending totals exclude cases in which all defendants were fugitives for more than one year 


‘Data for cases have been revised. 
* Revised 


while filings of drug detendants 
rose 8 percent to 25,885, These 
were record high level 101 this 
offense, which resulted trom in 
creased resources made avail 
able to U.S. attorneys in dis 
tricts along the nations south 
western border, With the in 
Crease I drug Cases CAL eeding 
the increase in drug defendants, 
the delendants-to-case ratio for 
such cases declined trom 2.0 to 
1.9: however, this ratio was 
much higher than the ratio of 

| + delendants per case for all 
criminal tilings. The Western 
District of Texas led the nation 
In numbers of drug cases 

1.140) and drug delendants 
(1,699). The Southern District 
of California, a frequent leader 
In drug lilings was a close sec 
ond with 1,079 cases and 1,461 
defendants. Together, these two 
districts contributed 45 percent 
of the increase in all drug case 
filings 

Immigration case filings 

rose 21 percent to 6,677, while 
the nuniber of defendants grew 
20 percent to 7,328. Such fil- 
ings amounted to 13 percent of 
all criminal cases and 11 per- 
cent of all criminal defendants, 
more than three times their pro- 
portions in 1992. The Southern 
District of California continued 
to lead the nation for this of- 
fense, having 28 percent of all 
immigration cases. This districts 
1997 total of 1,860 immigration 
case filings was more than five 
times (up 564 percent) its total 
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lor 1992. Other southwestern 
districts with large numbers ol 
Immigration flings were th 
Western District of lexas (7 2 
cases), the Southern District of 
[exas (623 cases), and the Dis 
trict of Arizona (578 cases) 
Combined, these four districts 
contributed 80 percent of the 
rise In immigration case filings 

Fraud case filings in 
creased lor the third consecutive 
year. This year's 3 percent 
growth consisted primarily of 
fraud filings associated with 
lalse claims and statements, {il 
Ings of such cases jumped 20 
percent to 2,031, while delen 
dants rose 18 percent to 2,251] 
Some of these cases were related 
lo immigration prosecutions 
and some involved health care 
fraud. With 640 filings, the 
Western District of Texas again 
led the nation in fraud cases 
filed. Overall, however, defeii 
dants in fraud cases declined 2 
percent, primarily because of a 
21 percent decline in postal, in 
terstate wire, and radio-related 
fraud defendants. This decline 
lowered the detendants-to-case 
ratio for this fraud category 
from 1.9 to 1.5, making it con 
sistent with the levels recorded 
prior to 1996. The 1996 ratio 
was unusually high because a 
large number of multi-defendant 
cases were filed in the District 
of Nevada that year 

Weapons and firearms {1I- 
ings remained unchanged this 
year after declining 13 percent 


Criminal Gs Filings 


Thousands 
60 


50 


40 
i 


1993 1995 


in 1996 following the Bailey \ 


1994 


@ Drugs 


United States decision. Drunk 
driving and traffic violations 
also remained stable 

The number of criminal 
defendants convicted this veat 
rose 6 percent (up 3,378) to 
55,648. This increase, which 
raised the conviction rate from 
87 percent to 88 percent, con 
sisted primarily of drug, immi 
gration, and fraud defendants 
in the Southern District of Ca 
fornia, the Western District ol 
lexas, and the District of Ar 
zona. Detendants charged with 
drug and immigration offenses 
in these districts typically plead 
guilty, so higher numbers of 
these defendants increased th 
overall conviction rate 

In 1997, the median time 


] 


from the filing of a criminal! 


: 
1996 


Year Ended September 30 


Immigration @ Other 


1997 
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strict 
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rding to FDIC oth 
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pecilically tracked 
ir new automated re 
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In the district court 


Tals Completed 


lrials include proceeding 
resulting in 


verdict by juries of 


mnnwn | reesuanny al ty\ the 


vt 
1) 
\ ti 


as Wi || as other con 


tested hearings at which ev 


dence is presented. During 

1997 the number of civil and 
riminal trials completed in th 
US. district courts fell 3 percent 
iS GIStri Ld es compl ted 
16.969 trials. Fifty three Court 
In total com 


pleted trials. The overall drop 


, i | We} 
lemmed Irom rr duc HONS In 


compl lt dl riminal wurs and 


ba COMP ted 


\ 5 percent drop in crim 
nal trials down nearl\ 400 tn 
als) accounted for most of the 
downturn in total tnals. De 
creases in total criminal trials 


completed occurred in 51 dt 


tricts, of which 7 districts re 
ported declines of 25 or mor 
trials. Four of these courts (New 
York-Eastern, Texas-Southern 
lexas-Northern, and Massachu 


SEs reported de reases ol 29 


Or more nonjury criminal tnals 


Once again. court officials re 


JS 


ported that these reductions o 
curred because increasing num 
bers of defendants are pleading 
guilly, thereby avoiding trial 

In 1997, total civil trials 
lell 2 percent to 10,155, Civil 


nonjury trials declined 5 pet 


cent, while civil yury trials in 
creased 2 percent 

Ihe overall decline in to 
tal trials also reflected the im 
pact of the many other judicial 
proceedings included in the 
caseload of federal judges In 
1997, judges terminated 
203,432 civil cases belore ot 
during pretrial proceedings. The 
increased use of various forms 
of alternative dispute resolution 
programs, including mediation 
and arbitration, may have re 
duced the number of civil cases 
going to trial. In addition, 
judges accepted pleas from 
42.945 felony defendants, an 
increase of 1] percent over the 
1996 total 

Appendix Table C-8 
shows the lengths of all trials 
completed by district judges 
during 1997. Counting hearings 
on contested motions, restrain 
ing orders, and preliminary in- 
junctions (which are included in 
this table's figures), 44 percent 
of all trials were completed ina 
single day—the same rate 
achieved in the last two years 
In 1997, a total of 28 percent of 
all trials (4,734) lasted four days 
or longer, this was consistent 
with the percentages for the past 
live years. Appendix Tables C-7, 


JUpt [2 SINESS 


1). T-1. and T-2 


provide additional data on civil 


(-& (UY ( 


and criminal trials 


Weighted Filings 
Per Authorized 
Judgeship 


Weighted filings per au 
thorized judgeship account for 
the different amounts of time 
judges require to resolve various 
types of civil and criminal ac 
tions. The current weighting 
system, which the Federal Judi 
cial Center (FJC) developed in 
1993, assigns weights to civil 
cases and to criminal felony de 


lendants A\ erage cl\ i| Cases and 


criminal defendants each receive 


a weight of approximately 1.0 
those requiring more time from 
judges are assessed higher 
weights (e.g., a bankruptcy 
fraud case is assigned a weight 
of 5.31); and those demanding 
relatively little time from judges 
receive lower weights (e.g., a 
defaulted student loan case is 
assigned a weight of 0.031) 

In 1997, the total number 
of weighted filings (i.e., the sum 
of all weights assigned to cases 
and celencants’ per judgeship 
wa: 0U4, up 7 percent from 
1996. In contrast, the total 
number of unweighted filings 
(i.e., the raw number of cases 
and defendants in categories 
that receive weights) per judge 
ship rose 3 percent. Appendix 
lable X-1A provides, by district, 


W whted and unweight d til 
Ings per authorized judgeship in 
1QQ7 

Weighted civil filings in 
creased 8 percent during 1997 
to 364, a much higher rate than 
the | percent rise in overall civil 
lilings, primarily because more 
than 10,000 breast 
Implant personal 
Injury/product 
liability cases 
were tiled in the 
Eastern District 
of Michigan. This 


lype ol case re 
ceives a higher weight 
(1.740) than the average civil 
case. In approximately four 
lilths of the districts, total 
weighted cjvil filings per judge 
ship totals were lower than total 
unweighted civil filings. The 
court with the lowest ratio of 
weighted civil filings to 
unweighted civil filings pet 
judgeship was the Northern 
District of Ohio (418 versus 
791), which once again had a 
large number of asbestos pet 
sonal injury filings. The Eastern 
District of Michigan had the 
highest ratio (1530 versus 
1084) as a result of the large in- 
flux of breast implant cases 

he total number of 
weighted criminal felony deten- 
dants per judgeship grew 4 per- 
cent to 140, reflecting the 6 per- 
cent increase in criminal felony 
defendants filed. This was well 
above the 89 unweighted felony 
defendants per judgeship. Once 
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again, Weighted criminal 


1114! 


were higher than unweighted 
criminal filings in all district 
courts, Criminal filings generally 
have higher weights than civil 
lilings because they require 
more attention trom judges and 
are more likely | POLO Uh 
percent of criminal delendant: 
went to trial compared to 3 pet 
cent of civil cases 

Che federal judiciary ha 
emploved a weighted filing 
tem since 1946, The current 
system assigns weights only 
when cases are first filed in dis 
trict court. Thus, data on re 
opens, remands, appeals trom 
magistrate judges judgments 
and multidistrict litigation are 
not included among the totals 
lor weighted and unweighted {11 


ings. Weights are not assigned | 


civil cases and criminal deten 


| 
| ' \ . nt 
dants in the Virgin island 


Guam. and the Norther 


Mariana Island 


NiReTelisiifelle 
slulele(ers 


Magistratt ludge: ANG 
statutorily authorized to pet 
forma wide array of judicial du 
lies as assigned by district 
courts. Courts continue to rel 
on Me services Of Magistrat 
judges tor help in contronting 
the challenges of scarce judicial 
resources and expanding 
caseloads. Supplemental Table 
S-19 summarizes the magistrate 

WO] klo ve 
In 1997, magistrate judges 
performed 5 percent more du 


1996. Magis 


y | ’ 4 ‘7s 
conducted percent 


more preliminary proceedings in 


' 


IClONY Case atime-consuming 


workload category—than they 
did last year. Petty offense adju 
dications by magistrate judges 
rose 16 percent in 1997 follow 
Ing a statutory change that for 
some of these cases abolished 
the requirement that defendants 
consent to adjudication by a 
magistrate judge 

[he consensual use ol 
magistrate judges for civil case 
dispositions has conunued to 
expand, facilitated in many 


courts by means such as includ 


ly 
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" iy | \ \ 
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Panel on 


Multidistrict 
Mierciole 


The Judicial Panel o 


‘ ir ] ’ , ’ ] ',Y , ’ | 
Multidistrict Litigation acted on 
14.864 civil actions pul 
28BUS( +() 


lng Sente? 
month pel Od endl ik YP 


40). | YY Ihe Pan 

13.909 cases tiled originally 1 

Y2 dillerent dist! to 38 
transleree districts tor ( 
coordinate r 4 s date 
pretrial proceedings: 955 actions 


DCTICLITTY 1) tile 


alre 1ci\ Welt 


transieree district Ihe Pane! 
denied the transter of 192 a 
tions. [his vear, the Panels sig 
nificant determinations in 
cluded case involving asbestos 
the Norplant contraceptive de 
Vice, and breast implants 
Since its creation in 1968 
the Panel has centralized 
124.274 civil actions for pretrial 


\ total ol ) 78] 


wctions have been remanded tot 


nroceedings 


trial. 279 have been reassigned 
within the transtleree district 
and 66.168 have been termi 
n the transleree court 


nated | 
On September 30, 1997, a total 
of 54.046 actions were pending 


throughout 45 transteree district 


Supplemental Tables $ 


and $-22 provide statistics on 


the number of cases transterred 


since the Panel was created and 
report data on the flow of cases 
into and out of the districts this 
e 1968. All statisti 


cal information on multidistrict 


} 


vear and sinc 


itigation traffic in the tederal 
courts is maintained by the 
Clerks Oftice of the Judicial 
Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 
Information on specilic cases o1 
districts may be obtained from 


that office 
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In 1997. a total of 90.032 


2 pointments of counsel were 


made under the Criminal Justice 


vides lunding for the represen 
tation of individuals with lim 
ited financial resources in led 
eral criminal proceedings. In 
each district, a plan exists for 
providing such representation 
by private panel attorneys or b\ 
federal public or community de 
it nde} Olices 

[his year, representation 
by the 63 federal det nde Orga 
nizations (including representa 
tions in appeals, habeas corpu 
revocation, and criminal mat 
ters) rose Y percenl to 92.195 
Appointments of private panel 
allormeys grew © percent to 
5 / 8 3/ 

Supplemental Table $-23 
provides a summary ol federal 
defender appointments under 
the CJA tor the last tive vears 
Appendix Table K-1 presents in 
formation on the representa 
tions each federal public and 
community defender organiza 


tion provided during 1997 


Uke 


Bankruptcy 
Crelelats 


Reaching 
filings in the U.S. bankruptcy) 
courts soared 23 percent to 
| 367,364 in 1997 
the surge in bankruptcy filings 


Once again 


most likely was linked to the 


rise in consumer debt as a per 


an all-time high. 


Bankrup i Filings 


Thousands 
1,600 


1,400 
1,200 
1,000 

800 


1993 1994 


@ Chapter 7 


1 996 


All Other 


8 
600 
400 
200 
0 


1995 
Year Ended September 30 


1997 


centage of personal income. ft 


ings rose in 93 ol the 94 dis 


tricts, with 82 courts experienc 
Ing growth greater than 15 pel 
cent. The largest numerical in 
creases occurred in the Central 
District of ( alifornia 
the Dist 


sey (up 8 O8/ 


up 18,375 
Cases! rict of New ler 

1e Middle Lis 
trict of Florida (up 8.414 cases 
and the District of Maryland (up 
8.138 cases). Tables 6 and 7 
contain national data on bank 
ruptcy cases. Detailed data on 
filings, terminations, and pend 
ing bankruptcy cases by district 
appear in Appendix Tables | 
and | 

[his year's appreciable 

growth primarily comprised 
nonbusiness filings, which 


) . on . \ 
2+ percent \ ( 


ynbusi 


climbed 


ness filings have constituted an 
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increasingly larger percentage of 
overall bankrup'cy filings tor 
more than a decade, climbing 
from 82 percent in 1984 to 96 
percent in 1997. Business filings 
accounted for a small part of the 
overall increase in 1997, rising 
just over one percent 

The overall growth in 
bankruptcy filings this year 
emanated from a 26 percent 
surge in chapter 7 cases and an 
18 percent jump in chapter 13 
cases. Both nonbusiness and 
business filings under these 


chapters increased, but the ove 
all increase in filings resulted 
mainly from nonbusiness peti 
tions, which rose 27 percent un 
der chapter 7 and 18 percent 


under chapter 13. Under chap: 


ter 7, which accounted for more 


than 70 percent of all bank- 
ruptcy filings, individuals or 
businesses are allowed to retain 
certain exempt property while 
their remaining property is sold 
to repay creditors. Under chap- 
ter 13, which accounted for 29 


percent of all bankruptcy filings, 


creditors may be repaid, in tull 
or in part, in installments over a 
three- to five-year period 
Filings of petitions unde 
chapter 11 fell 1] percent asa 
result of declines in both busi 
ness and nonbusiness cases 
which decreased 11] percent and 
6 percent, respectively. This re 
duction most likely stemmed 
from an improved business envi 
ronment with fewer financially 
troubled businesses, particularly 
large businesses. Chapter 1 | 


which accounted for less than | 


1@° 


U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 


Bankruptcy Code Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 


Fiscal Years 1993 Through 1997 


Filed 
Year Total Nonbusiness Business 
1993 897 231 832,374 64,857 
1994 837,797 783,372 54,425 
1995 883,457 832,415 51,042 
1996 1,111,964 1,058,444 53,520 
1997 1,367 ,364 1,313,112 54,252 
% Chg. 
1997 Over 
1996 23.0 24.1 1.4 


Note: Bankruptcy Act case data are available separately. 


“Revised. 


Terminated Pending 
958,408 1,152,824 
869,771 1,110,428 
892,796 1,086,453 

1,005,025 1,189,213° 
1,223,967 1,332,610 
21.8 12.1 
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U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 
Filings by Chapter of the Bankruptcy Code 
Fiscal Years 1993 Through 1997 


Chapter 
Year Total 7 11 12 13 Other 
1993 897 231 621,071 20,111 1,355 254,667 27 
1994 837,797 571,971 15,920 931 248,942 33 
1995 883,457 598 250 12,639 883 271,650 35 
1996 1,111,964 761,652 12,554 1,096 336,615 47 
1997 1,367,364 958,045 11,221 966 397,097 35 
6 Chg 
1997 Over 
1996 23.0 25.8 -10.6 


percent of all bankruptcy lilings, 


is generally used to allow a 
business to continue operations 
while formulating a plan to re 
pay its creditors, although indi 
viduals also may tile under this 
chapter. Filings under chapter 
|2 dropped 12 percent. Chapter 
12, which accounted for less 
than 0.1 percent of all bank 
ruptcy tilings, addresses the 
needs of financially distressed 
family farmers 

lerminations of bank- 
ruptcy petitions jumped 22 pet 


. bh 
cent to |.22 


} 67. Because fil- 
INZS EXC eeded termimattions 1 
more than 140.000 cases. the 


pending bankruptcy caseload 


increased 12 percent to a total 

of 1,332,610 cases pending as 

of September 30, 1997 
Filings of adversary pro- 


ceedings rose 3 percent to 


73,174 1n 1997. Adversary pro- 


ceedings arise from bankruptcy 


cases and include actions to ob- 


lect to or revoke discharges, ac- 
tions to determine the 
dischargeability of debts, and 
actions to obtain injunctions or 
other equitable relief. Although 
filings of adversary proceedings 
grew overall, only 57 bank- 
ruptcy courts experienced in- 
creases, with 16 reporting rises 
greater than 20 percent. Termi- 


nated adversary proceedings de- 


-11.9 18.0 -25.5 


clined 5 percent to 79,949, but 
because terminations exceeded 
filings, adversary cases pending 
dropped 10 percent to 79,933 
as of September 30, 1997. Data 
on adversary proceedings by 
district appear in Appendix 
Table F-8 


folercitiela 


On September 30, 1997, a 
total of 91 434 persons were 
under the supervision of the 
U.S. probation system, a 3 per- 
cent increase over the number 
reported for September 30, 
1996. This growth resulted pri 


73 
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Persons Under Supervision of the Federal Probation System 
Fiscal Years 1993 Through 1997 


Received Removed 
Persons Under 

Total Less Total Less Supervision on 
Year Total Transfers Total Transfers September 30 
1993 48,722 41,275 48,032 40,568 86,823 
1994 46,273 39,820 44 864 38,231 89,103 
1995 45,163 38,745 45,041 38,879 85,822 
1996 48 367 41,877 45,804 39,380 88 966 
1997 46,190 40,117 44,757 39,024 91,434 
%e Chg. 1997 
Over 1996 -4.5 -4.2 2.3 -.9 2.8 


Note: The decrease in persons under supervision in 1995 resulted from a review of the probation statistical data 


base, which identified and closed case records that had been coded incoriectly. 


marily from an I] percent jump 
in the number of persons serv- 
Ing terms of supervised release 
following their release from 
prison. Persons serving terms ol 
supervised release totaled 
31,036, up from 45,911 on 
September 30, 1996. Overall, 
persons serving terms of super- 
vised release constituted 56 per- 
cent of all persons under super- 
vision, compared to 52 percent 
one year earlier. Cases involving 


probation imposed by district 


judges declined 3 percent, those 


Involving probation imposed by 
magistrate judges declined 3 
percent, those involving parole 
fell 18 percent, and those in 
volving mandatory release 


dropped 17 percent 


The number of persons re- 


ceived for supervision (includ- 
ing transfers) fell 5 percent in 
1997 to 46,190, probably as a 
result of a freeze in assistant U.S 
district attorney positions from 
April 1993 to September 1994 


This freeze caused a 7 percent 
decline from 1993 to 1995 in 
the number of defendants im- 
prisoned alter conviction. Be- 
cause nearly half of imprisoned 
defendants receive prison terms 
of three years OF less, the effect 
of this earlier decrease in per- 
sons imprisoned is now reflected 
in the reduced numbers re- 
ceived for supervision. Unlike 
the total for persons under su- 
pervision, the number of per- 
sons received for terms of super- 
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ports declined the most, drop Abuse 
4 
Investigative Reports ping by 3.641 reports and 


006 reports. respectively The fy (entification 


| | 
Probation otticers pre number of presentence reports and Treatment 

pared 172,806 investigative re- rose | percent (up 312 reports Services 

ports in 1997, nearly the same despite a 6 percent increase In 

umber they produced last vear. — criminal convictions. This differ Substance abuse services 

The largest increases occurred ence mainly resulted trom a are available to federal cenders 
yorts addressing alleged substantial increase In Immigra either from local service provid- 
ns of probation and pa tion cases for which presentence — ers under contract to probation 

088 reports), pre reports are not normally pre offices or directly from proba 


T@le 9 
Investigative Reports by Probation Officers 
Fiscal Years 1996 and 1997 


Percent 
Type of Investigation 1996 1997 Change 


Total 173,054 172,806 -0.1 


Presentence Report’ 51,662 52,174 1.0 
Collateral Report for Another District 33,589 34,961 4.1 
Pretransfer (Probation and Parole) 6,590 6,088 -7.6 
Alleged Violation (Probation and Parole) 26,759 29,847 11.5 
Pre-Release for a Federal Institution 16,550 18,362 10.9 
Special Regarding a Prisoner in Confinement 7,142 6,545 -8.4 


Furlough/Work-Release 
Report for Bureau of Prisons Institutions 8,792 5,151 -41.4 


Supervision Report 20,473 18,477 -9.7 


Parole Revocation 1.497 1.201 -19.8 


_*Presentence report includes postsentence-for-institution investigations 
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tion offices that can provide 
these services. The percentage 
of offenders receiving contract 
services for drug and alcohol 
dependency rose to 60 percent 
in 1997, up trom 57 percent in 
1996. Forty percent of all of- 
lenders receiving such services 
obtained them directly from 
probation offices. Of the drug- 
dependent clients 62 percent 
received ocr, ym provid- 
ers un 
of the a 


ents received seivices from pro- 


‘onttact, 47 percent 
ependent cli- 


viders under contract 

Supplemental Table S-16 
shows that the number of alco- 
hol- and drug-dependent of- 
fenders rose 3 percent in 1997 
to 23,004. The number of 


drug-dependent offenders in- 
creased 7 percent to 20,713; the 
number of alcohol-dependent 
offenders declined 15 percent to 


2,89] 


imaccilarel 


Services 


In 1997, the number of 
defendants activated in the pre- 


trial services system increased 9 
percent (up 5,786) to 69,283 
This growth was consistent with 
the rise in criminal defendant 
filings in the district courts. Be- 
cause pretrial services officers 
(PSOs) collected, verified, and 
reported information on more 
defendants, the number of inter- 


Pretrial Cases Activated 


Pretrial Diversion Cases Activated 


Released on Supervision 


Type of Report 


Prebail 


Postbail 
Other 
No Report 


views, bail hearings, bail re- 
ports, defendants supervised, 
and defendants detained also 
rose. Judicial officers use the 
reports to decide whether to 
release or detain defendants and 
to determine the least restrictive 
release conditions that offer rea- 
sonable assurance that deten- 
dants will honor future court 
commitments and will not en- 
danger community safety. 

The PSOs interviewed 7 
percent more defendants (up 
3,553) and prepared 9 percent 
more bail reports (up 5,620) 
than in 1996. Prebail reports 
constituted 92 percent of the 
bail reports prepared. The re- 
maining reports were provided 
to the courts for other hearings 


“ee 


Summary of Pretrial Cases 
Fiscal Years 1996 and 1997 


1996 


63,497 
2,198 


30,502 


55,331 
4,005 
1,514 
2,647 


Percent 

1997 Change 
69,283 9.1 
2,402 9.3 
30,757 8 
60,892 10.1 
3,939 -1.6 
1,639 8.3 
2,813 6.3 


In which pretrial services release 
was an issue, Including hearing: 
held for convicuion and senten 
ing. Table LO presents data on 

"retrial services cases and re 


ports lor this veal 


hy courts released 3 
percent (25,343) of activated 
delendants at imiual hearing 

and 13 percent (8,688) at de 
tenuion hearings. This overall 50 
percent release rate was 2 pel 
centage points lower than the 
rate lor 1996. The decline ts 
consistent with the increase in 
district COUTIS caseload INVOI\ 
Ing drugs and immigration, be 
cause delendants charged with 
such offenses are more likely to 
be detained. Of those released 


:] 
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757 delendants (90 percent 
were placed into the custody of 
PSOs: 27,785 of these delen 
dants also received restrictive 
conditions. For persons undet 
supervision, the PSOs mont 
tored comphance with the re 
lease conditions set by the 
courts, provided necessary sup 
port services, and informed the 
courts and U.S. attorneys of all 
apparent violations of release 
conditions 

The most trequently ot 
dered restrictive conditions in 
volved substance abuse and 
were Imposed on 16,536 defen 
dants (up 6 percent). From 
1996 to 1997, the number of 
detendants receiving such con 
ditions remained stable as a pet 


centage of all active defendants 
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less CAPETISIVE AMeTHALVes LO a 
Lenhion, Were other restriclive 
conditions ordered tor OM pereen 
+ 747) ol activated delendant 
most the same proportion a 
last vear, A delendant in the 
House arrest program Must 


main iw hus or her residence be 


Lween specili hours. loensur 
that this requirement is hon 
MOTTE defendant 


ored must 


wear ankle bracelets that are 

electronically monitored by a 
monitoring center, Hla deten 
dant Violates the continement 


Hhoubled 


condition. the center is 


automatically and its stall 
urn notities the supervising o| 
Heers 

Pretrial diversion ts an 
other program intended to pre 


serve prosecutorial and judicial 
resources lor more serous 

criminal matters. Diversion ts a 
period of supervision proposed 


! 


by the LS. attorney and Agreed 


to by the delendant as an alter 
native to prosecution olcrimimna 
charges in tederal court. In 
1997. a total of 2.402 deten 
dants were placed in the pretria 
diversion program, equaling ap 
proximately 3 percent of act 
Val d Cases the Same percentay 


as in 1996 
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Judicial Complaints Filed, Concluded, and Pending 


Percent Change 
1995" 1996° 1997 1997 over 1996' 
Filed 567 529 679 28.4 
Concluded 557 608 482 20.7 
By Chief Judges 401 359 270 24.8 
Dismissed 387 349 263 -24.6 
Corrective Action Taken 12 3 2 ~ 
Withdrawn 2 7 5 ; 
By Judicial Councils 156 249 212 14.9 
After Review of Chief Judge's 
Dismissal’ 
Dismissed 155 249 212 -149 
Action Taken 1 — — - 
Referred to Judicial Conference _ — — — 
After Report by Investigative Committee 
Dismissed — — — — 
Action Taken — — — _ 
Referred to Judicial Conference _ _ — _ 
Pending 188 109 306 180.7 


‘Percent not calculated for fewer than 10 cases. 
“Petition for review of a chief judge's dismissal of a complaint. 
“Revised. 


court. The number of judicial 


complaints filed in 1997 totaled 
679. a 28 percent increase over 
the previous year. Table 1] sum- 
marizes judicial complaints activ- 


ity from 1995 through 1997 


A single complaint may in- 
volve multiple allegations against 


numerous judicial officers. In 


1997, the Eighth and Ninth Cir- 
cuits received an unusual number 


of complaints filed against 
multiple judges. For the judi- 
ciary as a whole, the allega- 
tions cited most often were 
prejudice/bias, abuse of judi- 
cial power, and “other.” 

Of the 482 complaints 
terminated in 1997, chief 
judges dismissed 270 for 
which no petitions were filed 
for review by judicial councils 


Judicial councils terminated the 
remaining 212 complaints on 
petitions for review, all of which 
were dismissed without any ac- 
tion taken. Eighty percent of the 
complaints dismissed by chiel 
judges without the appointment 
of a special committee were 
found to be outside the jurisdic- 
tion of 28 U.S.C. 372(c) because 
they were directly related to the 


/9F, 


merits of the decisions or proce 
dural rulings rendered by the 
judges named in the com 
plaints 
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On September 30, 1997, a 


total of 24 vacancies existed 


among the 179 judgeships au 
thorized for the U.S. courts of 


\\ iig@ SINESS 


appeals, an increase of 33 per 
cent over the Previous years to 
tal and more than twice the 
number of vacancies on Sep 
tember 30, 1995. One ol these 
Vacancies Was IN a position cre 
ated on December 1, 1990, by 
the Federal Judgeship Act ol 
1990, That vacaney, along with 
eight others, had existed for 
more than 18 months. Table | 2 
provides information on the sta 
tus of judgeship positions since 
1}QQ 3 


On September 30, 1997, 
in the U.S, district courts, 69 
vacancies existed among the 
647 positions authorized, a rise 
of 57 percent over the total re 
ported one year earlier. Of these 
vacancies, 21 had existed for at 
least 18 months; only 13 posi 
tions had been vacant that long 
as of September 30, 1996, Two 
of these vacancies once again in 
volved new positions created by 
the Federal Judgeship Act of 
1} QO) 


Status of Judgeship Positions 


1993 Through 1997 ' 


U.S. Courts of Appeals ” 


Authorized 
Year Judgeships 
1993 179 
1994 179 
1995 179 
1996 179 
1997 179 


‘Data are as of September 30. 


* Positions in the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit are included. 
* Sitting senior judges who participated in appeals dispositions. 


‘Senior judges with staff. 
home 


U.S. District Courts 


Senior Authorized Senior 
Vacancies Judges* Judgeships Vacancies Judges ‘ 
20 72° 649 107 242 
18 81 649 60 292 
11 81 649 46 255 
18 82 647 44 274 
24 87 647 69 278 
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Status of Bankruptcy Judgeship Positions 


Authorized 
Year Judgeships Vacancies 
1993 326 2 
1994 326 12 
1995 326 11 
1996 326 13 
1997 326 13 


In addition to active 
judges, 87 senior appellate 
judges and 278 senior district 
judges weie serving to the judi- 
ciary on September 30, 1997 


On September 30, 1997, a 
total of 326 bankruptcy judge- 


ships were authorized and 
funded. Of that number, 313 
bankruptcy judgeship positions 
were filled and 13 were vacant. 
In addition to these positions, 
22 recalled bankruptcy judges 


were providing service to the ju- 


diciary on September 30, 1997 
Table 13 summarizes the status 
ol bankruptcy judgeship posi- 


tions through September 30, 
1997 


During fiscal year 1997, a 
total of 35 full-time magistrate 


judges were appointed, 1] of 
them by reappointment. Of the 
24 new appointments, | 2 were 
lor new positions. During the 
same period, 19 individuals 
were appointed to part-time 
magistrate judge positions, 14 of 
them by reappointment. Of the 
live new part-time appoint- 
ments, two were new positions 
In 1997, the average age 
of new appointees to full-time 
magistrate judge positions was 
48 years, the average age of new 


Recalled 
Judges 


12 
22 
23 
23 
22 


appointees to part-time magis- 
trate judge positions was 40 
years. New full-time appointees 
had been members of the bar for 
an average of 20 years al the 
time of appointment, part-time 
magistrate judges averaged | 3 
years of bar membership. Of the 
new lull-trme magistrate judges, 
15 had been in private practice 
and 3 had been assistant U.S. at- 
torneys. Other new appointees 
included a part-time U.S. magis- 
trate judge, a Slate superior 
court judge, a state circuit 
judge, a state district judge, a 
state common pleas court judge, 
and a federal public detender 
Through its September 
1997 session, the Judicial Con- 
ference authorized 432 full-time 
magistrate judge positions, 75 
part-time positions, and 3 com- 
bination clerk of court/magis- 
trate judge positions. This year, 
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Year 
1992 Spring 
Fall 
1993 Spring 
Fall 
1994 Spring 
Fall 
1995 Spring 
Fall 
1996 Spring 
Fall 
1997 Spring 
Fall 


20 retired magistrate judges 
served on a recall basis pursuant 
to 28. U.S.C. 636(h). Table 14 
provides a summary of the 
number of magistrate judge po- 
sitions authorized by the Judi- 
cial Conference since 1992 


The U.S. Court of Interna- 
tional Trade has jurisdiction 
over cases arising throughout 


the nation. most of which in- 


volve the classification and valu- 


ation of imported merchandise. 


U.S. Magistrate Judge Positions 
Authorized by the Judicial Conference 


1992 Through 1997 
Total Full- Time 
479 369 
479 374 
483 381 
482 385 
492 396 
494 406 
498 413 
497 416 
496 416 
502 422 
508 429 
510 432 


customs duties, and allegedly 
unfair import practices by trad- 


ing partners. For 1997, the U.S. 


Court of International Trade 
reported 2,275 cases filed, a 
reduction of 21 percent from 
the 2,885 filed in 1996, but an 
increase of 47 percent over the 
| 543 filed in 1995. Filings in 
1996 had soared 87 percent 
over 1995 when the court re- 
ceived more than 2,000 filings 


challenging the constitutionality 


of the Harbor Maintenance Tax 
Plaintiffs contesting the Harbor 
Maintenance Tax began filing 
actions in November 1994. Af- 
ter 1996, few new complaints 
addressing this issue were sub- 
mitted 


Combi- 

Part- Time nation 
104 
100 
97 
93 
92 
85 
82 
78 
77 
77 
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New filings outnumbered 
terminations, causing pending 
cases to rise 29 percent to 6,996 
cases on September 30, 1997 
Appendix Table G-1 provides a 
summary of cases filed and ter- 
minated during 1996 and 1997 


During 1997, a total of 
935 cases were filed in the U.S 


Court of Federal Claims, an in- 
crease of 9 percent over last 
years 857 filings. This growth 
consisted primarily of tax claims 


a 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFIC @ Unirep SvTaves Courts 


and vaccine injury compensa- 
tion petitions. Tax filings rose to 
263 (up 69 cases). Vaccine in- 
Jury compensation acuions 
jumped from 88 in 1996 to 107 


in 1997, most likely because 
three additional vaccines were 
added to those covered undet 


the National Vaccine Injury 


Compensation Act of 1988. The 


| O10 case terminations out- 
numbered filings, which helped 
reduce the pending caseload 2 
percent from 3,023 on October 


|, 1996, to 2,948 one year later 


For actions terminated in 
1997, judgments rendered for 
claimants totaled $757.8 mil- 
lion, of which $199.1] million 
carried interest. Judgments ren 
dered for the United States on 
counterclaims or offsets totaled 
$36.6 million. In nonmonetary 
actions under its jurisdiction, 
the court disposed of 28 con- 
tract cases seeking injunctive or 
declaratory relief, a 15-case in- 
crease that more than doubled 
the number disposed of last 
year. This growth occurred be- 


cause in 1997 Congress ex 
panded the courts jurisdiction 
lo include procurement cases in 
which disappointed bidders for 
federal contracts file post-award 
actions. Previously, all federal 
post-award actions were re 
viewed by the U.S. district 
courts, and the Court of Federal 
Claims reviewed only those ac 
ions brought before contracts 
were awarded 

Pursuant to 28 U.S 
791(c), each January the clerk 
of the court transmits to the 
U.S. Congress a report of the 
business of the court, which 
notes the names of the claim- 
ants, the nature of the claims 
and their disposition. Appendix 
lables G-2A and G-2B provide 
summary data on the caseload 
of Court of Federal Claims for 
the year ending September 30, 
}QQ7 
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Table S-1. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Terminated on the Merits After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


| After Oral Hearing After Submission on Briefs 


Percent | 


Percent 
Circuit Total Total | of Total En Banc Panel Total of Total | En Banc | Panel 
TOTAL 25,840 10,357 40.1 65 10,292 15,483 59.9 15 15,468 
DC 732 344 47.0 2 342 388 53.0 388 
FIRST 696 428 61.5 428 268 38.5 3 265 
SECOND 1,688 1,096 649 1 1,095 992 35.1 592 
THIRD 1,873 555 29.6 5 550 1,318 70.4 1 1,317 
FOURTH 2,387 720 30.2 8 712 1,667 69.8 1 1,666 
FIFTH 3,438 1,218 35.4 14 1,204 2,220 646 1 2,219 
es) SIXTH 2,116 1,059 50.0 8 1,051 1,057 50.0 ; 1,057 
SEVENTH 1,564 802 51.3 3 799 762 48.7 762 
EIGHTH 1,832 851 46.5 9 846 981 53.5 : 981 
NINTH 4,841 1,889 39.0 8 1,881 2,952 61.0 8 2,944 
TENTH 1,379 410 29.7 5 405 969 70.3 . 969 
ELEVENTH 3,294 985 29.9 6 979 2,309 70.1 1 2,308 
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Table S-2. 

U.S. Courts of Appeals—Total Case Participations in Cases Terminated on the Merits 
After Oral Hearings or Submission on Briefs 

During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Case Participations by 


Resident Active | Resident Senior 
Circuit Judges Circuit Judges Visiting Judges Percent by 
ee es ne _ Senior and 
Circuit _ Total _—_—| Number — | oe __ Number — | Percent Number Percent Visiting Judges 

TOTAL 78,324 61,477 78.5 12,025 15.4 4,822 6.2 21.5 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 2,212 2,179 98.5 33 1.5 0 0 15 
FIRST 2,090 1,457 69.7 503 24.1 130 6.2 30.3 
SECOND 5,068 3,073 60.6 1,290 25.5 705 13.9 39.4 
THIRD 5,673 4,567 80.5 635 11.2 471 8.3 19.5 
is | FOURTH 7,233 6,088 84.2 850 11.8 295 41 15.8 
FIFTH 10,514 9,610 91.4 723 6.9 181 1.7 8.6 
SIXTH 6,444 4,492 69.7 1,279 19.8 673 10.4 30.3 
SEVENTH 4,658 3,918 84.1 713 15.3 27 6 15.9 
EIGHTH 5,529 4,373 79.1 823 14.9 333 6.0 20.9 
NINTH 14,790 10,057 68.0 3,576 24.2 1,157 78 32.0 
TENTH 4,182 3,552 849 417 10.0 213 5.1 15.1 
ELEVENTH 9,931 8,111 81.7 1,183 11.9 637 6.4 18.3 


NOTE DUE TO ROUNDING PERCENTS MAY NOT ADD UP TO 100 0 


Tabie S-3. 

U.S Couits of Appeals—Types of Opinions or Orders Filed in Cases Terminated 
on the Merits After Oral Hearings or Submission on Briefs 

During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Written, Reasoned, | Written, Unsigned, 
Written, Signed* Unsigned* | Without Comment 
r ee ae | Percent 
Circuit Total Oral Published | Unpublished | Published | Unpublished | Published | Unpublished, Unpublished 
- = — ee 

TOTAL 25,840 98 5,622 3,413 433 13,942 24 2,308 76.5 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 732 . 256 . 19 457 . . 62.4 
FIRST 696 - 340 29 17 310 : - 48.7 
SECOND 1,688 2 390 1,228 68 - ; - 72.9 
THIRD 1,873 - 300 572 . 10 1 990 83.9 
FOURTH 2,387 : 271 85 7 2,024 - ; 88.4 
FIFTH 3,438 - 678 184 88 2,400 ° 88 77.7 
SIXTH 2,116 96 381 283 2 1,354 . - 81.9 
SEVENTH 1,564 - 738 17 16 752 . 41 51.8 
EIGHTH 1,832 - 772 11 52 715 . 282 55.0 
NINTH 4,841 - 831 5 18 3,761 23 203 82.0 
TENTH 1,379 - 353 962 7 57 73.9 
ELEVENTH 3,294 . 312 37 139 2,102 : 704 86.3 


* INCLUDES ONLY THOSE OPINIONS AND ORDERS THAT EXPOUND ON THE LAW AS APPLIED TO THE FACTS OF EACH CASE AND THAT DETAIL THE JUDICIAL REASONS UPON WHICH THE JUDGMENT IS BASED 
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Table S-4. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Sources of Pro Se Appeals for 
Fiscal Years 1996 and 1997 


’ 


1996 1997 Percent Change 

| for Pro Se 

Source Total Pro Se Total Pro Se 1997 - 1996 
Total 51,991 22,258 §2,319 21,747 2.3 

U.S, District Court 

Criminal 10,889 1,114 10,521 1,034 7.2 
Civil - Total 36,137 19,844 35,414 19,171 3.4 
Prisoner Petitions 16,996 15,178 16,188 14,225 6.3 
U.S. Civil 4,304 1,433 3,803 1,361 -5.0 
Private Civil 14,837 3,233 15,423 3,585 10.9 
Bankruptcy Court 1,667 438 1,158 323 26.3 
Administrative Agency 3,295 622 4,412 808 29.9 
Original Proceedings 745 268 814 411 53.4 


NOTE THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE US COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 


Table S-5. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Under Submission More Than Three Months 
on September 30, 1996 and 1997 


—_—_+ 


| 1997 
| | | | | | 12 Months 
Circuit | 1996 Total Total | 3-SMonths 6-8Months 9-11 Months | or More 
Total 869 815 449 179 99 88 
Federal 39 54 31 13 7 
District of Columbia 1 0 0 0 
First 7 23 21 0 
Second 39 83 58 17 7 1 
Third 30 29 20 6 2 1 
a Fourth 57 95 43 9 19 24 
Fifth 46 29 13 5 5 
Sixth 124 74 34 22 7 1 
Seventh 83 108 71 23 4 10 
Eighth 60 48 31 13 3 1 
Ninth 156 119 59 28 18 14 
Tenth 76 36 18 15 2 1 


Eleventh 151 117 50 26 25 16 


Table S-6. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals—Criminal Appeals Filed Under the Sentencing Guidelines 


During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1993 Through 1997 


Year 


1993 
1994 
1995 
1996 
1997 


Percent Change 
1997 Over 1996 


Total Criminal 
Appeals Filed 


11,862 
10,674 
10,162 
10,889 
10,521 


-3.4 


Nonguidelines 
Appeals 


1,870 
1,447 
1,431 
1,571 
1,421 


-9.5 


Guidelines 
Appeals | 


9,992 
9,227 
8,731 
9,318 
9,100 


-2.3 


Sentence 


2,636 
2,581 
2,496 
2,551 
2,585 


1.3 


Criminal Appeals by Type 


Sentence and 
Conviction 


5,295 
4,781 
4,517 


-3.3 


Conviction 


1,449 
1,325 
1,066 
1,207 
1,400 


16.0 


| 


| 
| 


Other" 


612 
540 
652 
597 
316 


~47.1 


NOTE THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 


* INCLUDES CASES THAT HAVE BEEN APPEALED UNDER THE SENTENCING GUIDELINES, BUT FOR WHICH THE APPROPRIATE TYPE OF APPEAL WAS NOT IDENTIFIED AT THE TIME OF FILING 


ACT 


Table S-7. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Filed, by Origin, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1993 Through 1997 


Year 
1993 
1994 
1995 
1996 
1997 


Percent Change 
1997/1996 


1 


Total Filings | Original Filings 


226,165 
236,391 
248,335 
269,132 
272,027 


1.1 


185,174 
186,775 
190,731 
204,409 
209,124 


2.3 


Removals 


From 


State Courts 


27,149 
29,988 
39,901 
40,593 
30,715 


-24.3 


Remands 
From Courts 
of Appeals 


957 
830 
796 
875 
794 


-9.3 


Reopens 


7,691 
8,059 
7,727 
8,262 
8,940 


8.2 


| 
| 


Appeals From 


| Magistrate 

Transfers* | Judgments 
5,008 186 
10,672 67 
9,068 112 
14,860 133 
22,233 221 
49.6 39.8 


* INCLUDES TRANSFERS UNDER TITLE 28 US.C SECTION 1407 


A/O 


Table S-8. 
U.S. District Courts—Recovery of Overpayments and Enforcement of Judgment Cases Filed 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


NY,N 
NY,E 
NY,S 
NY,W 


PA,E 
PA.M 
PA,W 


NC,E 
NC,M 
NC,W 


VA,E 

VA,W 
WV,N 
WV,S 


__Clreult and District 


TOTAL 


1ST 


2ND 


3RD 


4TH 


Total 


9,677 


367 


_ Medicare 


114 


6 


A /{ 


Student 
Loans 


9,098 


354 


Veterans’ 
Benefits 


115 


10 


Table S-8. (Continued) 
Student Veterans’ 
_ __Circuitand District =~ Total =| #£Medicare Loans Benefits | Other 
5TH 1,084 12 1,044 4 23 
LA.E 123 120 : 3 
LA.M 35 31 1 3 
LA,W 149 ' 147 1 1 
MS,N 30 2 27 . 1 
MS,S 137 2 131 : 4 
TX,N 85 1 75 2 7 
TX,E 19 : 19 
TX,S 288 2 281 { 4 
TX,W 218 5 213 ; , 
6TH 1,155 6 1,081 37 31 
KY,E 50 , 49 , 1 
KY,W 49 , 49 , 
MIE 530 1 498 22 g 
MI,W 70 1 64 2 3 
6 OH,N 193 , 187 3 3 
OH,S 87 , 81 . 6 
TNE 70 2 66 1 1 
TN,.M 68 2 53 6 7 
TN,.W 38 . 34 3 1 
7TH 614 4 543 9 54 
IL.N 228 4 212 1 11 
IL,C : 73 1 64 , H 
IL.S 42 1 40 , 1 
IN,N 74 , 67 3 4 
IN,S 101 1 85 5 10 
WIE 58 , 56 . 2 
WI,W 38 1 19 . 18 
8TH 826 5 757 7 57 
ARE 60 1 54 ‘ r, 
AR,W 36 : 36 : : 
|A.N 52 . 50 , 2 
IA.S 38 ' 37 ' 1 
MN 281 2 274 6 : 
MO,E 120 1 118 . 1 
MO,W 74 1 69 , 4 
NE 135 ' 90 2 43 
ND 14 , 14 


SD 16 : 15 - 1 


ED LTE ALT TERNS ETE TTA NE LTTE EE ARTE SOOO IES BINT INN CTCL IEEE EE TTT EI ELIE REA LESAN IOLA EEL LAGI NEN LTE TELE LDL EDEL, 
Table S-8. (Continued) 


Student Veterans' 
Circuit and District Total Medicare Loans Benefits Cther 

9TH 1,433 32 1,358 9 34 
AK 13 . 13 , . 
AZ 115 3 104 4 4 
CA,N 297 4 283 , 6 
CA,E 137 3 124 ; 10 
CA,C 707 13 689 . 5 
CA,S 39 2 36 1 ' 
HI 2 . . 2 
ID & 1 6 1 
MT 15 1 14 
NV 51 1 49 1 
OR 26 , 25 1 
WA,E 4 , 3 1 , 
WA,W 17 ' 1 3 3 
GUAM 2 , 1 ; 1 
NMI , . , ; ' 

10TH 398 3 348 17 30 
co 52 . 35 14 3 
KS 112 , 111 . 1 
NM 40 2 37 : 1 
OK,N 60 : 59 1 
OK,E 36 . 20 . 16 
OK,W 73 1 67 2 3 
UT 23 , 17 : 6 
WY 2 , 2 , : 

11TH 1,625 16 1,583 4 22 
AL,N 63 2 58 : 3 
AL,M 43 : 41 , 2 
AL,S 64 . 63 1 : 
FL.N 50 1 46 . 3 
FL.M 289 6 281 ‘ 2 
FL.S 789 7 773 2 7 
GA.N 231 , 228 , 3 
GA.M 65 ‘ 64 1 
GA.S 31 , 29 , 2 
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Table S-9. 
U.S. District Courts—Social Security Cases Commenced 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


and 

Circuit and District Total HIA' BL’ DIwWW‘ s§siD’ | RSI 

TOTAL 13,605 98 17 7,583 §,204 703 
DC 14 5 . 2 2 5 

1ST 373 7 . 277 66 23 
ME 26 18 § 3 
MA 84 4 25 43 12 
NH 47 . 32 i) 6 
Rl 19 | 12 6 
PR 197 2 190 3 2 

2ND 997 7 2 745 192 51 

a] CT 78 2 , 33 36 7 

NY,N 104 . 48 45 1 
NYE 427 3 . 384 32 
NY.S 268 1 2 233 28 
NY,W 87 1 47 30 
VT 33 . . . 21 12 

3RD 1,067 1 1 646 340 79 
DE 13 . . 4 7 2 
NJ 341 1 . 241 86 13 
PAE 237 . . 116 104 17 
PA.M 105 . . 45 49 11 
PAW 371 . 1 240 94 36 
Vi 

4TH 1,489 18 2 922 513 34 
MD 126 : . 71 54 1 
NC,E 90 . : 51 31 8 
NC,.M 133 . . 121 11 1 
NCW 108 : 74 29 5 
SC 259 . . 198 61 
VA.E 49 . . 30 17 2 
VA,W 345 q 1 194 133 8 
WV,N 46 . . 27 18 1 
WV.S 333 ) 1 156 159 8 


Table S-9, (Continued) 


piwc? | | 
and 

Circuit and District Total HIA' BL’ DIWW‘ | §SiD’ | RSI* 

5TH 962 7 1 432 461 61 
LAE 104 1 21 /8 4 
LA.M 46 2 § 28 | 
LA,W 175 56 95 24 
MS,.N 30 17 13 
MS,.S 75 52 19 
TX,N 159 94 61 4 
TX.E 119 | 1 57 52 
TX,S 132 3 58 59 12 
TX,.W 132 72 56 4 

6TH 2,499 5 4 1,386 1,033 71 
KY.E 832 1 277 539 15 
KYW 156 | 85 69 | 
MIE 316 223 77 16 
MI,W 144 2 94 39 i] 
OWH,N 376 3 252 109 12 
OHS 239 2 152 79 6 
TNE 348 252 85 11 
T™N.M 52 35 17 
TN.W 36 . . 16 19 1 

7TH 561 9 1 322 157 72 
IL,N 107 2 49 47 i) 
IL,C 70 1 51 7 11 
IL,S 42 2 . 9 29 2 
IN.N 71 . . 52 15 4 
INS 189 3 1 104 42 39 
WIE 69 51 14 4 
WI,W 13 1 . : 6 3 3 

8TH 1,812 18 1 882 788 123 
ARE 592 : 248 340 4 
AR .W 238 15 : 104 97 22 
1A.N 80 : . 29 42 Yq 
IA,S 162 1 : 33 111 17 
MN 117 2 43 54 18 
MO.E 147 : 1 89 47 10 


MO,W 390 301 


Table S-9. (Continued) 


Circuit and District 


9TH 
AK 
AZ 
CA,N 
CAE 
CA,C 
CA,S 
HI 
ID 
MT 
NV 
OR 
WA,E 
WA,W 
GUAM 
NMI 


10TH 
CO 
KS 
NM 
OK,N 
OK,E 
OK,W 
UT 
wy 


11TH 
AL,N 
AL,M 
AL,S 
FL,N 
FL.M 
FL,.S 
GA,N 
GA,M 
GA,S 


210 
126 
68 


HIA' 


16 


> 
—_ 


1 


BL’ DIwWW* 


84 
19 


215 


RSI‘ 


53 


—_ —_ 
oust ff =—|—- OW — 


‘'HIA ss ALL CLAIMS FOR HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS (MEDICARE) UNDER TITLE XVili, PART A. OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. AS AMENDED ALSO INCLUDES CLAIMS 
BY HOSPITALS, SKILLED NURSING FACILITIES, ETC . FOR CERTIFICATION AS PROVIDERS OF SERVICES UNDER THE PROGRAM (42 USC 139FF (B)) 
“BL « ALL CLAIMS FOR "BLACK LUNG’ BENEFITS UNDER TITLE IV, PART 8, OF THE FEDERAL COAL MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY ACT OF 1969 (30 USC 923) 
‘DIWC « ALL CLAIMS FILED BY INSURED WORKERS FOR DISABILITY INSURANCE BENEFITS UNDER TITLE |i OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. AS 
AMENDED ALSO INCLUDES ALL CLAIMS FILED FOR CHILDREN’S INSURANCE BENEFITS BASED ON DISABILITY (42 USC 405 (G)) 
‘DIWW « ALL CLAIMS FILED FOR WIDOWS OR WIDOWERS' INSURANCE BENEFITS BASED ON DISABILITY UNDER TITLE i! OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. AS AMENDED (42 USC 405 (G)) 
‘SSID «= ALL CLAIMS FOR SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME PAYMENTS BASED ON DISABILITY FILED UNDER TITLE XVI OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED 
‘AS! «= ALL CLAIMS FOR RETIREMENT (OLD AGE) AND SURVIVORS’ BENEFITS UNDER TITLE Ii OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED (42 USC 405 (G)) 


Aly 


Table S-10. 


U.S. District Courts—Product Liability Cases Commenced, by Nature of Suit, 


During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1996 and 1997 


nn _aeeees a samen aii ne, sae a. 
Torts Personal 
1996 1997 Contract to Property 

Circuit and District Total Total Actions Land Damage Airline 

TOTAL 28,329 33,649 294 60 439 161 
DC 69 62 5 - 2 5 

1ST 445 445 6 5 15 5 
ME 104 131 5 
MA 210 155 4 3 5 
NH 67 31 
Ri 35 83 1 
PR 29 45 1 2 3 

2ND 952 836 37 1 47 36 
CT 95 96 3 14 18 
NY,N 78 52 1 1 4 9 
NY,E 255 328 8 
NY,S 386 282 23 
NY, W 121 57 
VT 17 21 2 3 

3RD 2,159 2,677 33 8 35 7 
DE 53 22 2 1 
NJ 251 302 5 2 12 
PAE 1,649 2,093 12 2 12 5 
PA.M 65 101 7 5 
PA.W 131 145 6 4 4 2 
Vi 10 14 1 1 

4TH 1,221 1,554 26 5 28 
MD 196 382 2 7 
NC,E 56 63 1 2 
NC,M 25 55 1 2 
NCW 87 88 3 2 
SC 345 323 7 2 7 
VA,E 218 367 9 3 
VA,W 180 188 1 2 2 
WV,N 66 38 2 
WV,.S 48 50 2 1 1 


4/7 


___Personal Injury 


Motor 
Vehicle 


537 


ve 


23 


Now os oO 


Asbestos 


7,143 


24,972 


44 


205 


117 
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Table S-10. (Continued) 


LA,E 
LA.M 
LA,W 
MS,.N 
MS,S 
TX,N 
TXE 
TX,S 
TX,.W 


KY,E 
KY, W 
MIE 
MI,W 
OH,N 
OH,S 
TNF 
Tr 
TN,\ 


IL,N 
IL,C 
IL,S 
IN,N 
INS 
WIE 
WI,W 


ARE 
AR,.W 
1A,N 
lA,S 
MN 
MO.E 
MO,W 
NE 
ND 
SD 


Circuit and District 


5TH 


6TH 


7TH 


8TH 


1996 
Total 


1,925 
261 
44 
220 
32 
154 
139 
595 
383 
94 


7,539 
64 

86 
1,105 
82 
5,680 
290 
113 
28 

91 


947 
258 
80 
91 
299 
67 
84 
68 


501 
42 
36 
25 
29 

118 

137 
53 
31 

9 
21 


1997 
Total 


4,120 
227 
45 
139 
43 
164 
164 
2,849 
393 
96 


17,185 
107 
154 

10,517 

84 
5,858 
258 
91 
53 

63 


817 
283 
40 
88 
87 
183 
85 
51 


704 
61 
55 
18 
31 

245 

118 

119 
20 
17 
20 


Contract 
Actions 


- 
— 


oon NN CON OO S| OO 
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nwo HO DY ®D 


ai «abt «tt at 


Personal 
Property 
Damage 


98 
24 


yo —- OW WD BD 


Airline 


17 


o-—- — & 


— 


Personal Injury 
] | 
| | 
| 


Motor | 


Vehicle Asbestos 
88 56 
13 19 

3 3 
13 4 
6 1 
17 3 
8 5 
3 1 
17 18 
8 2 
77 5,636 
6 39 
85 
2 2 
1 3 
25 5,494 
13 6 
11 7 
7 
4 
33 294 
15 52 
1 26 
4 35 
2 47 
7 103 
3 12 
1 19 
37 25 
3 2 
3 1 
2 2 
4 1 
1 Y 
11 5 
5 3 
4 
1 1 
3 1 


11,383 
57 

56 
10,488 
76 

321 
223 
62 

44 


104 


ce rn TS a 
Table S-10. (Continued) 


| Personal Injury 
| Torts Personal | | | 
1996 1997 Contract to Property Motor | 
= _ Circuit and District ; ___ Total _ _ Total | Actions» | Land Damage Airline | | Marine | Vehicle | Asbestos Other 
9TH 2,213 1,122 33 8 §2 23 7 54 225 720 
AK 20 59 2 1 40 16 
AZ 108 109 2 2 1 5 4) 58 
CA,N 132 137 5 1 3 1 3 30 84 
CAE 71 65 3 2 4 1 2 53 
CA,C 253 257 8 4 14 1 13 4 210 
CA,S 989 106 2 1 6 1 2 37 57 
HI 33 34 1 4 29 
ID 26 12 1 4 5 2 
MT 70 53 1 1 3 1 6 13 28 
NV 142 54 2 2 6 17 27 
OR 154 101 5 6 7 18 65 
WA,E 79 39 1 1 15 21 
WA,W 136 93 4 1 7 1 2 r) 1 68 
ss] GUAM 2 2 
NMI 1 1 
10TH 708 589 6 2 14 8 33 84 442 
CO 107 91 4 3 13 71 
KS 83 119 1 6 3 5 102 
NM 145 68 1 1 1 6 11 48 
OK,N 28 66 . 1 2 3 1 59 
OK,E 21 33 1 1 1 30 
OK,W 167 96 3 2 12 4 75 
UT 79 96 1 3 2 45 45 
WY 78 20 1 7 12 
11TH 9,650 3,538 27 5 56 26 2 53 71 3,298 
AL,N 8,849 1,595 2 9 2 6 5 1,571 
AL.M 44 69 1 2 1 61 
AL,S 23 43 4 1 6 29 
FL.N 65 56 3 4 49 
FL.M 197 680 2 2 4 6 16 646 
FL.S 164 206 11 20 13 2 11 . 149 
GA.N 192 366 2 6 5 11 31 311 
GA.M 36 390 2 2 2 1 4 1 378 


GA,S 80 133 : ° 3 ° ° 8 18 104 


Table S-11. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Pending Three Years or More, by Basis of Jurisdiction and Nature of Suit, 
on September 30, 1996 and 1997 


Cases Pending 


Three Years or More U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Suit 1996 1997 Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 
TOTAL CASES 15,447 22,603 668 899 7,243 13,606 187 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 1,437 1,378 04 43 235 988 18 
INSURANCE 313 305 3 3 33 259 7 
MARINE 94 90 2 . 74 13 1 
MILLER ACT 27 28 15 1 12 . 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 62 62 10 4 12 36 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS . . : . 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 18 16 15 1 
VETERANS’ OVERPAYMENT 4 4 4 . . . 
OTHER 16 19 3 10 2 4 . 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 903 854 42 24 102 676 10 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 223 201 54 23 55 54 15 
FORECLOSURE 97 79 36 7 18 11 7 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT 15 15 4 2 4 5 
TORTS TO LAND, INCLUDING PRODUCT 
LIABILITY 45 44 3 3 17 20 1 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 66 63 11 11 16 18 7 
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 6,477 13,211 17 111 406 12,548 129 
PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 6,254 12,983 4 103 351 12,401 124 
PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 5,333 10,498 : 2 70 10,324 102 
AIRPLANE 10 10 1 2 7 
MARINE 6 5 . 3 2 
MOTOR VEHICLE 29 32 1 3 28 ; 
ASBESTOS 342 147 9 40 98 
OTHER 4,946 10,304 . 53 10,247 4 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 921 2,485 4 101 281 2,077 22 
AIRPLANE 68 47 4 18 25 . 
MARINE 66 74 1 61 11 1 
MOTOR VEHICLE 84 81 15 5 58 3 
ASSAULT, LIBEL AND SLANDER 30 51 2 6 42 1 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 57 105 7 98 . 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 52 69 . 26 - 43 . 
OTHER 564 2,058 4 46 93 1,898 17 


a 


Table S-11. (Continued) 


, Nature of Suit : pf 


ee ee ere — ee + re eS ee 


PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE, TOTAL 
FRAUD, INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 


ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL 
ANTITRUST 


BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 
APPEAL (28 USC 158) 
WITHDRAWAL (28 USC 157) 


BANKS AND BANKING 


CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL 
VOTING 
EMPLOYMENT 
HOUSING AND ACCOMODATIONS 
WELFARE 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 


COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 

ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 

DEPORTATION 

PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 
HABEAS CORPUS 


MANDAMUS AND OTHER 
CIVIL RIGHTS 


FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 
DRUG-RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 


Cases Pending 


Three Years or More 


1007 


226 
123 
105 
7,763 
162 
348 


113 
235 


1,644 


Plaintiff 


13 
10 


U.S, Cases 


Defendant 


= 


720 


Federal 
Question 


Private Cases 


Diversity of Local 
Citizenship Jurisdiction 
147 5 
76 3 
71 2 
16 


Table S-11. (Continued) 


aE EERO 


- Nature of Suit | 1996 
LABOR LAWS, TOTAL 466 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 62 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 48 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING AND 
DISCLOSURE ACT 15 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT 21 
ERISA’ 274 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 46 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL 352 
COPYRIGHT 79 
PATENT 209 
TRADEMARK 64 


SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES 523 


SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS, TOTAL 86 
HEALTH INSURANCE 2 
BLACK LUNG CASES ° 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 64 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 17 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 3 
OTHER 

Rico” 186 

STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS 1 

TAX SUITS 102 

CUSTOMER CHALLENGE . 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 49 

CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 20 

OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 401 

OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL 24 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS . 
INSANITY 
PROBATE . 
OTHER 24 


Cases Pending 


Three Years or More 


1? 


485 
70 
51 


30 


| Plaintiff 


22 
13 
2 


U.S. Cases 


Defendant 


1 


58 
25 


NO . 


Federal 
Question 


452 


426 


294 


| 


Private Cases 


Diversity of 
Citizenship 


| 


Local 
Jurisdiction 


25 


25 


NOTE: LAND CONDEMNATION CASES ARE OMITTED 
* ERISA = EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT 
** RICO = RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS 


Table S-12. 


U.S. District Courts—Arbitration Cases Filed, by District, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1996 and 1997 


1996 1997 
Percent Percent 
of of 
Districts Civil Arbitration Civil _ Civil _ Arbitration Civil © 
Total 45,109 4,100 9 48,341 3,827 8 
New York, Eastern 6,356 355 7,397 405 5 
New Jersey 6,398 1,750 27 6,514 1,033 16 
Pennsylvania, Eastern 9,126 1,075 12 9,400 1,169 12 
North Carolina, Middle 1,067 1,274 
Texas, Western 3,501 1 0.03 3,678 
Michigan, Western* 1,813 1,871 
Missouri, Western* 2,730 - 3,008 
California, Northern 5,833 111 2 5,900 201 3 
Oklahoma, Western 2,310 19 0.8 2,174 268 12 
Florida, Middle 5,975 789 13 7,125 751 11 


* THESE COURTS DID NOT REPORT ANY NEW ARBITRATION CASES FILED FOR THE PAST FOUR YEARS. BOTH COURTS NOW ACTIVELY USE FEDERAL MEDIATION PROCEDURES 


AA3 


Table S-13. 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Whose Cases Were Dismissed 


Pursuant to Title 18 U.S.C. § 3162(A) (The Speedy Trial Act of 1974 as Amended) 


Interval | Interval Il 
District With Prejudice Without Prejudice With Prejudice Without Prejudice 
Massachusetts 1 
South Carolina 13 


Texas, Northern 
Michigan, Western 
Tennessee, Western 
Missouri, Eastern 
California, Eastern 
California, Central 
Oregon 

Washington, Eastern 
Colorado 

Alabama, Middle 


Georgia, Northern 


mo PO Ww 


Table S-14. 


U.S. Bankruptcy Appellate Panels—Appeals Commenced, Terminated, dnd Pending, by Circuit, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1996 and 1997 


a nn ne 


__Girevit® | GH | 

Total 1,309 

First 38 

Second 17 

Sixth 

Eighth 

Ninth 1,226 

Tenth 28 


Terminated 
_ 1996 =| si1997 
957 1,044 
3 98 
1 71 
52 
43 
941 708 
12 72 


Pending 

1996 1997 
728 766 
35 36 
16 23 
46 

42 

661 593 
16 26 


* THE NINTH CIRCUIT BEGAN ITS BANKRUPTCY APPELLATE PANEL (BAP) OPERATIONS IN 1979 THE BAPs STARTED IN THE FIRST, SECOND, AND TENTH CIRCUITS ON JULY 1, 1996, AND IN THE SIXTH AND EIGHTH CIRCUITS 
ON JANUARY 1, 1997 


Table S-15. 
Persons Received and Under Supervision of the Federal Probation System, by Type of Supervision, 
During Fiscal Years 1996 and 1997 


—— ee Soren eens a _ ~y 


7 _ Received for Supervision = z= | Under Supervision 


| Percent | | Percent 
ear 8G T |__Change* 1996 | 1997 Change" 
Total (includes transfers) 48,367 46,190 -4.5 88,966 91,434 2.8 
District judge probation 8,787 8,534 -2.9 25,028 24,365 -2.6 
Magistrate judge probation 7,484 6,913 -7.6 8,874 8,641 -2.6 
Parole 1,722 1,282 -25.6 5,036 4,113 -18.3 
Mandatory release 935 642 -31.3 1,687 1,403 -16.8 
Military parole 253 212 -16.2 534 491 -8.1 
Special parole 665 412 -38.0 1,896 1,385 -27.0 
Supervised release 22,031 22,122 4 45,911 51,036 11.2 
Received by transfer 6,490 6,073 -6.4 N/A** N/A** — 


S| * PERCENT CHANGE 1997 OVER 1996 
**N/A = NOT APPLICABLE 


Table S-16. 


Drug- and Alcohol-Dependent Clients During Fiscal Years 1993 Through 1997 


Type of Service 1993* 1994* 1995 1996 1997 
Drug Dependent 
Contract 10,421 11,903 10,321 11,449 12,865 
Non-Contract 10,336 9,970 7,919 7,981 7,848 
Total 20,757 21,873 18,240 19,430 20,713 
Alcohol Dependent 
Contract 1,734 2,283 1,417 1,469 1,364 
Non-Contract 2,966 2,719 2,306 1,930 1,527 
Total 4,700 5,002 3,723 3,399 2,891 


= ] NOTE: DURING THE FIRST QUARTER OF 1995, A CLARIFICATION WAS MADE TO THE DEFINITION OF SUBSTANCE ABUSE TREATMENT, ELIMINATING APPROXIMATELY 4,000 CASES 
“REVISED 


Table S-17, 


U.S. District Courts—National Petit Juror Service During Fiscal Years 1993 Through 1997 


Service | 1993 | 1994 | 1995 | 1996 1997 
Overall Juror Service 
Jury \''al Days 46,646 45,060 43,219 43,133 41,903 
Percent Criminal 52.8 45.7 49.0 46.1 44.8 
Percent Civil 47.2 54.3 51.0 53.9 55.2 
Juror Days’ 61,160 788,066 774,978 778,170 749,613 
Percent Selected or Serving 64.5 65.3 63.4 64.2 64.8 
Percent Challenged 18.9 18.5 18.7 18.9 19.2 
Percent Not Selected or Challenged** 16.8 16.2 15.9 16.9 16.0 
Average Jurors Per Day of Trial 18.5 17.5 17.9 18.0 17.9 
Jury Selection Day 
Jurors Present for Voir Dire 425,929 379,769 372,271 381,720 364,072 
Percent Selected 27.8 28.0 27.1 27.1 27.5 
Percent Challenged 38.3 38.5 38.9 38.5 39.5 
Percent Not Selected or Challenged 34.0 33.6 34.0 34.4 33.0 
Numbers of Juries Selected 11,112 10,439 9,822 10,338 9,771 
Average Jurors Present for Jury Selection 38.3 36.4 37.9 36.9 37.3 


* EACH JUROR IS COUNTED FOR EACH DAY SERVING, TRAVELING. OR WAITING AT THE COURTHOUSE TO SERVE 


** INCLUDES JURORS IN TRAVEL STATUS 


Table S-18. 


U.S. District Courts—National Grand Juror Service During Fiscal Years 1993 Through 1997 


.-- > 


Proceedings Filed Average 
Jurors Hours by Indictment Defendants 
Juries Sessions Average per Average per indicted 
Year Serving Convened Total Session Total Session Cases Defendants per Session 
1993 847 11,181 221,505 19.8 59,117 5.3 27,039 44,480 4.00 
1994 854 10,674 211,647 19.8 55,789 5.2 23,869 40,238 3.80 
1995 960 10,585 208,625 19.7 55,378 5.2 25,202" 42,866 4.05 
1996 1,160 10,121 199,844 19.7 52,911 5.2 26,728 45,267 4.47 
1997 1,352 9,764 193,805 19.8 51,603 5.3 28,925 47,461 4.86 


“REVISED 


Table $-19. 


Matters Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges for Twelve-Month Periods Ended June 30, 1987; June 30, 1993 


Through 1994; and September 30, 1995 Through 1997 


Activity 1987 1993 

Total Matters 466,078 510,057 
Additional Duties 231,029 217,892 
Criminal 41,515 47,015 
Motions 636(b)(1)(A) 28,379 23,862 
Motions 636(b)(1)(B) 2,871 5,245 
Evidentiary Hearings 1,452 1,963 
Pretrial Conferences 3,622 4,793 
Calendar Calls 1,666 1,518 
Motion Hearing/Arguments . 3,465 
Other’ 3,525 6,169 
Civil 162,512 143,156 
Pretrial Conferences 45,167 53,235 
(Settlement Conferences)’ ’ [18,849] 
Motions 636(b)(1)(A) 94,722 54,962 
Motions 636(b)(1)(B) 7,777 9,438 
Evidentiary Hearings 1,532 879 
Social Security 6,714 4,319 
Special Masterships 1,509 895 
Calendar Calls 2,173 1,366 
Motion Hearings/Arguments . 14,189 
Other® 2,918 3,873 
Prisoner Litigation 27,002 27,721 
Evidentiary Hearings‘ [1,201] 1,718 
State Habeas 7,184 6,069 
Federal Habeas 2,589 2,898 
Civil Rights 17,229 17,036 


A3¢0 


1994 1995 

517,397 512,741 
225,053 224,294 
47,780 48,366 
23,463 21,624 
4,777 4,658 
2,154 2,031 
4,555 5,090 
2,183 1,955 
3,752 5,124 
6,896 7,884 
146,814 144,949 
54,703 56,286 
[19,298] [20,305] 
55,304 53,295 
10,335 9,908 
774 523 
5,623 5,384 
825 682 
1,792 1,658 
13,535 14,458 
3,923 2,755 
30,459 30,979 
1,795 1,638 
6,443 6,759 
2,795 2,695 

19,426 19,887 


— 


554,041 


244,640 
55,594 
23,778 

4,666 
1,990 
5,837 
2,577 
8,113 
8,633 


155,830 
62,130 
[22,460] 
56,260 

9,970 
602 
4,603 
1,080 
2,576 
15,577 
3,032 


33,216 
1,599 
7,576 
3,562 

20,479 


1997 


579,450 


243,774 
55,421 
22,940 

4,389 
1,788 
5,737 
2,869 
8,955 
8,743 


158,929 
64,548 
[23,549] 
57,087 

9,448 

660 
4,553 
963 
2,867 
15,851 
2,952 


29,424 
1,120 
8,046 
3,778 

16,480 


Percent 
Change 


1997/1996 © 


4.6 


-0.4 
-0.3 
-3.5 
-5.9 
-10.2 
-1.7 
11.3 
10.4 
1.3 


2.0 
3.9 
4.6 
1.5 
-5.2 
9.6 
-1.1 
-10.8 
11.3 
1.8 
-2.6 


-11.4 
-30.0 
6.2 
6.1 
-19.5 


Table S-19. (Continued) 


Percent 
Change 
Activity 1987 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1997 /1996 
Civil Consent 4,970 6,740 7,835 8,967 9,948 10,081 1.3 
Without Trial 4,008 5,240 6,092 7,371 8,029 8,318 3.6 
Jury Trial 459 673 912 813 955 964 0.9 
Nonjury Trial 503 827 831 783 964 799 -17.1 
Trial Jurisdiction Cases 95,988 81,833 87,519 72,868 74,806 85,257 14.0 
Misdemeanors 12,896 10,908 12,138 9,875 10,356 10,177 -1.7 
Petty Offenses 83,092 70,925 75,381 62,993 64,450 75,080 16.5 
Preliminary Proceedings 134,091 203,592 196,990 206,612 224,647 240,338 7.0 
Search Warrants 11,744 24,631 26,250 25,966 27,811 29,563 6.3 
Arrest Warrants/Summonses 14,983 21,618 20,513 21,202 21,119 23,116 9.5 
Initial Appearances 45,571 52,651 50,645 52,654 55,206 60,419 9.4 
Detention Hearing 9,708 21,772 21,711 24,060 26,800 28,996 8.2 
Bail Reviews 7,140 8,089 7,394 8,558 9,456 9,628 8 
Preliminary Examinations 6,104 8,427 8,406 8,969 10,303 13,049 26.7 
(rand Jury Returns 4,110 5,408 5,208 5,411 6,057 6,172 1.9 
Arraignments 28,827 37,541 35,061 37,198 40,715 41,559 2.1 
Attorney Appointment Hearings . 6,325 6,116 6,488 8,219 8,055 -2.0 
Seizure Warrants . 3,854 2,529 1,782 1,798 2,254 25.4 
Fee Applications . 8,167 8,655 9,389 11,048 11,278 2.1 
Other® 5,904 5,109 4,502 4,935 6,115 6,249 2.2 


* DATA NOT SEPARATELY AVAILABLE 


'1993-CURRENT INCLUDES NEW SEPARATE REPORTING CATEGORIES FOR MENTAL COMPETENCY/MOTION HEARINGS. 


* SETTLEMENT CONFERENCES ARE INCLUDED IN THE TOTAL NUMBER OF PRETRIAL CONFERENCES. 


*1993-CURRENT INCLUDES NEW SEPARATE REPORTING CATEGORIES FOR FEE APPLICATIONS/SUMMARY JURY TRIALS/MOTION HEARINGS 


“PRIOR TO 1993, EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS WERE INCLUDED IN THE TOTALS FOR STATE HABEAS/FEDERAL HABEAS/CIVIL RIGHTS 
°1993-CURRENT INCLUDES NEW SEPARATE REPORTING CATEGORIES FOR ATTORNEY APPOINTMENT HEARINGS/FEE APPLICATIONS/NEBBIA HE ARINGS/SEIZURE WARRANTS/CONTEMPT PROCEEDINGS 


23/ 


Table S-20. 
Three-Judge District Court Hearings, by Nature of Suit, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1993 Through 1997 


Nature of Suit 1993 1994 — 1995 1996 1997 
Total 16 25 19 27 14 
Reapportionment 7 11 10 11 8 
Civil Rights 9 14 9 16 6 
Education - - - 4 - 
Voting and Election Laws ) 14 7 9 4 
Employment - . | - 
Constitutionality of Other State Statues : : - 1 - 
Other - - 1 2 2 
ABA 


Table S-21. 


Cases Transferred by Order of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation, 
Cumulative From September 1968 Through September 30, 1997 


12 Months Ended September 30, 1997 


Cumulative 1968 - 1997 


Total Pending in 


Circuit and District Into District Out of District Into District Out of District Transferee District 

Total 13,909 13,909 106,088 106,088 54,046 
DC 2 31 1,987 349 23 

1ST 18 222 269 4,322 319 
ME - 44 4 475 - 
MA 10 95 184 3,394 26 
NH 1 11 29 190 7 
Ri - 58 . 198 - 
PR 7 14 52 65 286 

2ND 114 386 2,659 9,796 498 
CT 18 18 357 1,714 73 
NY,N - 12 4 76 4 
NY,E 11 149 1,055 1,747 127 
NY,S 85 147 1,243 4,745 294 
NY, W - 59 - 805 
VT 1 59 

3RD 9,187 520 65,530 4,252 26,979 
DE - 7 29 133 - 
NJ 160 145 371 1,580 162 
PA,E 9,020 244 64,940 1,385 26,765 
PA,M . 44 18 448 - 
PA,W 7 78 172 621 52 
Vi 2 - 85 

4TH 53 1,927 1,296 9,581 153 
MD 19 104 243 1,576 81 
NC,E 6 46 15 399 14 
NC,M 40 18 253 10 
NCW - 108 49 414 - 
SC 9 251 856 1,779 ) 
VA,E 19 248 67 2,275 39 
VA,W 154 - 832 
WV,N 70 1 117 
WV,S 906 47 1,936 


Table S-21. (Continued) 


12 Months Ended September 30, 1997 


Cumulative 1968 - 1997 


Circuit and District 


into District 


Out of District 


Into District 


Out of District 


Total Pending in 
Transferee District 


5TH 

LA,E 

LA,M 
LA,W 
MS,N 
MS,S 
TX,N 
TX,E 

TX,S 

TX,W 


6TH 

KY,E 

KYW 
MI,E 

MI,W 
OH,N 
OH,S 
TN,E 

TN,M 
TN,W 


7TH 

IL,N 

IL,E* 

IL,C 

IL,S 

IN,N 

IN,S 

WIE 
WI,W 


8TH 
AR,E 
AR,W 
|A,N 
lA,S 
MN 
MO,E 
MO,W 
NE 
ND 
SD 


2,680 
22 


106 


79 


12 


649 
85 
10 
77 

5 
66 

108 
23 

230 
45 


6,549 
69 


3,634 
322 


14,819 
1,041 
428 
831 
108 
1,860 
827 
2,089 
7,247 
388 


36,121 
315 
426 

1,942 
116 

31,635 
599 
444 
219 
425 


5,528 
1,481 
9 

987 
371 
455 
1,530 
458 
237 


3,683 
236 
93 
103 
1,027 
909 
475 
354 
243 
203 
40 


3,545 
31 


Table S-21. (Continued) 


12 Months Ended September 30, 1997 


Circuit and District 


9TH 44 
AK 
Az 1 
CA,N 10 
CA. 
CA,C 28 
CA,S 5 
al 
ID 
MT 
NV 
OR 
WA,E 
WA, W 
GUAM 
10TH 10 
CO 2 
KS 
NM 
OK,N 
OK,E 
OK,W 
UT 4 
WY 4 
11TH 1,588 
ALN 1,361 
AL,M 13 
ALS 1 
FL.N 
FL.M 174 
FL.S 35 
GA,N 4 
GA,M 
GA,S 


"NO LONGER A SEPARATE DISTRICT 


into District 


Out of District 


Cumulative 1968 - 1997 


Into District Out of District 
1,649 7,686 
208 
46 817 
504 1,952 
11 339 
631 "831 
70 491 
14 444 
Pu 175 
4 175 
195 190 
806 
183 
234 674 
| 
1,609 3,393 
118 823 
1,187 482 
4 566 
13 682 
7 55 
143 397 
23 314 
114 74 
23,746 6,358 
23,197 401 
13 152 
21 178 
26 384 
208 1,561 
159 963 
122 1,084 
178 
1,457 


A 
A. 


PS 


| 


Total Pending in 
Transferee District 


17 
108 


20,945 
20,433 
18 


Table S-22. 


Cumulative Summary of Multidistrict Litigation 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1995 Through 1997 


Total Actions Subjected to 
Section 1407 Proceedings 


Actions Transferred 
Actions Originally Filed 
in Transferee Districts 


Total Terminations 

Actions Terminated by Transferee Courts 

Actions Reassigned to Transferor Judges 
within Transferee Court 

Actions Remanded by the Pane! 


Total Actions Presently Pending and 
Subjected to Section 1407 Proceedings 


Totals as of 
Sept. 30, 1995 


92,555 
76,085 
16,470 


39,222 
35,441 


279 
3,502 


53,333 


| 12 Months Ended 
Sept. 30, 1996 
(Adjusted) 


16,855 
16,094 


761 


Totals as of 
Sept. 30, 1996 


109,410 


92,179 
17,231 


60,794 
56,758 


279 
3,757 


48,616 


12 Months 


Ended 


Sept. 30, 1997 


14,864 
13,909 


955 


Totals as of 
Sept. 30, 1997 


124,274 


106,088 


18,186 


70,228 
66,168 


279 
3,781 


54,046 


Table S-23. 


Representations by Federal Defender Organizations, 1993 Through 1997 


Representations 
Offices in Operation 


Total Representations 
Opened 
Closed 
Pending September 30 


Criminal Representations 
Opened 
Closed 
Pending September 30 


Other Representations** 
Opened 
Closed 
Pending September 30 


1993" 


49 


42,269 
41,929 
16,012 


26,064 
26,181 
9,765 


16,205 
15,748 
6,247 


1994 


50 


42,209 
42,099 
16,242 


26,185 
26,277 
9,777 


16,024 
15,822 
6,465 


1995 


61° 


45,912 
43,654 
18,380 


28,405 
26,667 
11,462 


17,507 
16,987 
6,918 


1996 


63 


49,125 
47,908 
19,504 


29,578 
29,121 
11,848 


19,547 
18,787 
7,656 


1997 


63 


53,112 
52,195 
20,454 


32,738 
31,850 
12,743 


20,374 
20,345 
7,711 


Percent 
Change 


1997/1996 


0.0 


8.1 
8.9 
4.9 


10.7 
9.4 
7.6 


4.2 
8.3 
0.7 


* REVISED 
** INCLUDES APPEALS, PROBATION/PAROLE REVOCATION HEARINGS, AND MOTIONS TO CORRECT OR REDUCE SENTENCE 


Table S-24. 


Report of Complaints Filed and Action Taken Under Authority of Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372(c) 


for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Summary of Activity 


Complaints Pending on September 30, 1996° 
Complaints Filed 


Complaint Type 
Written by Complaint 
On Order of Chief Judges 


Officials Complained About*’ 
Judges 
Circuit 
District 
National Courts 
Bankruptcy Judges 
Magistrate Judges 


Nature of Allegations** 
Mental Disability 
Physica! Disability 
Demeanor 
Abuse of Judicial Power 
Prejudice/Bias 
Conflict of Interest 
Bribery/Corruption 
Undue Decisional Delay 
Incompetence/Neglect 
Other 


Complaints Concluded 


Action By Chief Judges 
Complaint Dismissed 
Not in Conformity With Statute 
Directly Related to Decision 
or Procedural Ruling 
Frivolous 


| tow | 


109 


679 


678 


138 


161 


482 


29 


215 
19 
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Courts 


9th | 10th | 11th | cc' | CIT 
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Table S-24. (Continued) 
National 
Circuits Courts 
Summary of Activity Total | Fed | OC | 1st | 2nd 3rd 4th | 5th | 6th | 7th | 8th | 9th | 10th | 11th | CC’ | CIT? 
Appropriate Action Already Taken 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Action No Longer Necessary Because of 
intervening Events 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Complaint Withdrawn 5 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 9) 0 0 0 1 0 0 
Subtotal 270 3 4 6 15 22 45 29 23 21 21 38 26 17 0 0 
Action by Judicial Councils 
Directea Chief District Judge to 
Take Action (Magistrate Judges only) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Certified Disability 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Requested Voluntary Retirement 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Ordered Temporary Suspension 
of Case Assignments 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Privately Censured 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Publicly Censured 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Ordered Other Appropriate Action 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2) Dismissed the Complaint 212 0 5 7 18 g 24 51 26 3 20 22 27 0 0 0 
Referred Complaint to Judicial 
Conference 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Subtotal 212 0 5 7 18 9 24 51 26 3 20 22 27 0 0 0 
Complaints Pending on September 30, 1997 306 0 7 24 12 42 7 14 20 7 26 108 9 30 0 0 


'CC = U.S. CLAIMS COURT 

?CIT = COURT OF INTERNATIONAL TRADE. 

* REVISED 

** EACH COMPLAINT MAY INVOLVE MULTIPLE ALLEGATIONS AGAINST NUMEROUS JUDICIAL OFFICERS. NATURE OF ALLEGATIONS IS COUNTED WHEN A COMPLAINT 1S CONCLUDED 


Appendix 
Detailed Statistical Tables 


Annual Report of the Director 
Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts 


Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Note: All dates refer to the year ended September 30 unless otherwise stated. 
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Table A-1. 
Supreme Court of the United States—-Cases on Docket, Disposed of, and Remaining on 
Dockets at Conclusion of October Terms, 1992 Through 1996 


in Forma 


Cases Total Original Paid Pauperis 
1992 
se nN docket’ j 1: > 441 ‘ 
! 6 40, | 2.14 126) 
1993 
) we f ’ 
j 6/4 iv lf 
) , f } 
1994 
' } Ke 
; | 19 
) } Ki } 
1995 
’ ; / "7 j 1S ; 
} ! 4 
} ry ) . T 7. ; ; j 
1996 
sé nm Ggocr t 
{ eg | t 4 j if 
eT } ) } Ket ' ape ‘ 


October Terms 


Cases 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 
Argued during tern rif 9 4 J “) 
sposed of by full opinion: 111 9 1 87 87 


Granted review this terry o7 QQ yar 1OG*" B? 
Reviewed and decided without 
fai argument 14 %°° r/ f 
tal to be available for 
argument at outset of 


‘ li¢ Ww ng term 46 4( 4 ‘ 4 4k 


TERwW 


1 | 


Table B. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals—Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 


During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1996 and 1997 


Circuit 


TOTAL 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
FIRST 
SECOND 
THIRD 
FOURTH 
FIFTH 
SIXTH 
SEVENTH 
EIGHTH 
NINTH 
TENTH 
ELEVENTH 


1996 


91,991 
1,347 
1,367 
4,562 
3,604 
4,914 
7, 54€ 
4.606 
3,248 
3,384 
8,502 
2,582 


6,329 


Filings 


1997 


52,319 


1,531 


Percent 
Change 


1996 


50,413 
1,674 


1,395 


Terminations 


1997 


51,194 
1,833 


Percent 
Change 


1.5 


1996" 


38,774 
1,825 


953 


Pending 


1997 


39,899 
1,523 


1047 


IE 


Percent 
Change 


47 a 


Table B-1. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, by Circuit, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Cases Terminated 


Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Commenced Terminations the Merits 
Cases 
Cases Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1, 1996" Total Original Reinstated Total Consolidation Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing on Griets Sept. 30, 1997 
ALL CIRCUITS 38,774 52,319 51,088 1,231 51,194 3,038 22,316 8,729 13,587 25,8640 10,357 15,483 39,899 
CRIMINAL 14 10,521 10,34 181 16 861 2 28 ) 1 SOF 1362 
US PRISONER PETITION 2,859 5 183 1 96! 18 4449 Q 2 658 1 6490 , +4 7 ‘ 10% 
OTHER US CIVII 1253 4 803 at 4 104 149% Y » 463 109 4 are 
PRIV PRISONER PETITION! 6 4Rf 11.008 10 69; 1 1 19 12¢ a6) 14a 1 a9 64: r a 6 47; 
OTHER PRIVATE Civil 11.93; 15 423 69 " 16 19% 1 0 6 OR +e? 4644 04 7: ‘ 
BANKRUPTCY 1 p 1,158 131 1 269 RB! / 133 674 i7R Por 159 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL! 2.913 141; a ’ 1944 21 1 741 104 1 6A: roe 1 (4 m4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 11! B14 4 { v1. 114 14 T 204 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,825 1,531 1,520 11 1,833 223 878 191 687 732 344 388 1,523 
CRIMINAL 175 157 if 194 44 11 i | 138 
US. PRISONER PETITIONS a9 QR 14 4 11 1 4 / : 5. 4 54 4 
OTHER US CIVIL 289 287 287 3/74 ; li 1 A 21 f 141 
PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 61 41 19 y rte) ‘. ‘ ’ o4 
OTHER PRIVATE Civil 220 184 179 oa! I. ny oq 1"4 , a4 129 
BANKRUPTCY 8 3) 1 : 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 7 27 7 TY 10) / 14 sat 10 2 - ” 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 13 y ¥ 19 19 ‘ : ' , ' 
FIRST CIRCUIT 953 1,449 1,437 12 1,371 34 641 239 402 696 428 268 1,031 
CRIMINAL 40) 1 Tt | . 
US PRISONER PETITION: 4° 136 13! 39 y 64 } 4 19 ): 
OTHER US. CIVil 8 11 1 113 } : 43 41 Ry 
PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 133 133 a. +f T 
OTHER PRIVATE Civil 377 8 577 ' ' 23 a4! 6! ORR 81 19 
BANKRUPTCY 23 y 7 ‘4 ' | a 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 47 8 ‘y 1 a 47 23 24 7 if { 47 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDING §4 ‘s 17 y ‘ { Q Q ‘ 


“) 
444 
a 


Table B-1. (Continued) 


Circuit and Nature 
of Proceeding 


SECOND CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
US PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER US CIVIl 
PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


THIRD CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
US. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER US. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVII 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
US. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER US Civil 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER US. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


Cases 
Pending 
Oct. 1, 1996" 


2,183 


3,323 
1,000 
343 
256 


58 7 


Total 


4,816 


1.881 
110 
176 


105 


3,458 
578 
380 
219 
622 

1,330 
117 


Original 


4,246 


) 


4,733 


1,030 


Cases Commenced 


Reinstated 


21 


Total 


4,378 
AA 


7,301 
1,605 
544 
406 
2,338 
1,744 
186 
385 
93 


Cases 
Visposed 
of by 
Consolidation 


261 


1/) 


498 


1010 


Procedural 


Cases Terminated 


Terminations 


By Judge 


a 


By Staff 


1,996 


Terminations on 


Total 


1,688 


3,438 
1,169 
180 


After 
Oral 
Hearing 


1,096 


the Merits 


After 
Submission 
on Briefs 


Cases 
Pending 
Sept 


2,621 


20, 1997 
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Table B-1. (Continued) 
T 
| | Cases Terminated 
| | | | | Procedural | Terminations on 
Cases Commenced Terminations the Merits 
Cases } i 
Cases | Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
of Proceeding | Oct. 1, 1996" Total Original Reinstated | Total Consolidation Total By Judge ’._—CiBy Staff Total Hearing on Briefs Sept. 30, 1997 
SIXTH CIRCUIT 3,735 4,622 4,555 67 4,626 170 2,340 1,014 1,326 2,116 1,059 1,057 3,731 
CRIMINAL 837 854 843 11 796 43 203 55 148 560 297 263 895 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 285 455 428 27 434 ‘ 113 242 A 119 15 104 306 
OTHER US. CIVIL 285 320 419 1 344 5 116 27 a9 223 108 115 261 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 695 1,092 1,078 14 1,117 7 840 431 409 270 45 225 670 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,347 1,520 1,507 13 1,560 9) 737 207 53 732 488 244 1,307 
BANKRUPTCY 80 87 87 94 8 40 y 18 46 28 18 3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 201 246 245 1 240 24 81 42 39 135 7 58 207 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 5 438 48 4) 10 rf) 2 31 1 0 12 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 2,296 3,350 3,303 47 3,311 243 1,504 546 958 1,564 802 762 2,335 
6 CRIMINAL 513 579 575 4 621 108 124 35 89 389 243 146 471 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 261 462 452 10 443 5 277 163 114 161 17 144 280 
OTHER US. CIVIL 120 189 186 3 198 11 75 13 6: 112 56 56 111 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 582 727 704 23 804 8 533 217 31¢ 263 56 07 505 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 628 1,119 1,113 6 976 73 418 89 329 485 34¢ 139 771 
BANKRUPTCY 54 56 56 62 11 4 9 1¢ 30 23 7 48 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 131 188 187 1 174 26 55 20 sf 93 61 32 145 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 7 30 30 33 1 1 { 31 31 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 1,907 3,335 3,333 2 3,215 301 1,082 607 475 1,832 851 981 2,027 
CRIMINAL 429 629 629 648 109 83 3 53 45¢ 227 229 41 
US. PRISONER PETITIONS 136 404 404 124 é 201 18 21 118 18 1 2 1¢ 
OTHER US. CIVIL 211 263 263 293 28 7% 29 13 193 83 11 181 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 339 788 788 733 15 404 , 154 314 } 224 194 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVII 643 1,036 1,035 1 178 9 258 1 167 621 169 1 
BANKRUPTCY 64 51 é 1 4 1 t 5¢ 3 24 41 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 84 129 129 131 Ai 47 ‘ 27 4% 28 14 8% 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 1 35 3S 34 1 1 1 y 4 


Table B-1. (Continued) 


Circuit and Nature | 
of Proceeding 


NINTH CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 

U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER US. CIVIL 

PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


TENTH CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER US. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
\DMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER US. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


Cases 
Pending 


Oct. 1, 1996° 


7,445 
602 
442 
739 
1,088 
2,456 
300 
784 
34 


a 


850 
1,593 
126 
128 
12 


6,110 
1,754 
574 
342 
1,119 
1,708 
110 
345 
158 


Original 


8,566 
1,631 
554 
728 
1,546 
2.369 
287 
1,289 
162 


2,619 
536 
311 
275 
467 
831 

39 
114 
46 


6,067 
1,744 
568 
337 
1,115 
1,693 
110 
342 
158 


Cases Commenced 


Reinstated | Total | 


126 


— S«§§ HH NM NM CO 


43 


8,515 
1,593 
564 
1,625 
2.476 
292 
1,025 
168 


2,466 
370 
336 
283 
477 
795 

54 
103 
48 


6,070 
1,964 
343 
533 
1,015 
1,639 
122 
342 
112 


Cases 


Disposed 


of by 


Consolidation | Total 


422 
121 


101 


3,252 
306 
230 
243 
966 

1,017 
103 


375 


Cases Terminated 


Procedural 
Terminations 
By Judge __—iBy Staff 
1,365 1,887 
88 218 
116 114 
72 171 
565 401 
295 722 
24 79 
201 174 
4 8 
319 667 
35 43 
67 105 
18 59 
96 146 
67 272 
6 13 
23 29 
7 
1,085 1,149 
212 238 
67 86 
62 70 
229 415 
358 273 
24 33 
52 D) 
81 


T 


Terminations on 


Total 


4,841 


1,166 


the Merits 
After After 
Oral Submission 

Hearing on Briets 
1,889 2,952 
514 652 
32 9 

235 247 
113 524 
764 514 
94 83 
130 494 

7 147 

410 969 
127 151 

8 153 

34 168 

22 201 

191 207 

10 21 

16 9 

2 39 

985 2,309 
316 1,107 
13 170 

86 182 

34 329 
476 409 
26 34 

34 6 


Cases 
Pending 


Sept. 30, 1997 


7,622 
1,642 
446 
704 
1,046 
2,396 
301 


1.059 


NOTE THIS TABLE INCLUDES APPEALS REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED (AFTER BEING TERMINATED DUE TO PROCEDURAL DEFAULTS) AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR 
THE US. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
* REVISED 


Table B-1A. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, by Nature of Suit or Offense, in Appeals 
Arising From the U.S. District Courts During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Cases Terminated 
t T ] ] ] 
| | | Procedural | Terminations on 
Cases Commenced | Seem Terminations | the Merits | 
Cases | | Disposed | After After | Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending | of by Oral Submission | Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1, 1996 Total Original Reinstated* | Total | Consolidation | Total By Judges By Staff | Total Heering on Briefs Sept. 30, 1997 
TOTAL CASES 34,676 45,935 44,792 1,143 45,256 2,421 19,908 7,781 12,127 22,927 9,293 13,634 35,355 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES 10,146 10,521 10,340 181 10,466 861 2,285 719 1,566 7,320 2,957 4,363 10,201 
TOTAL CIVIL CASES 24,530 35,414 34,452 962 34,790 1,560 17,623 7,062 10,561 15,607 6,336 9,271 25,154 
U.S. CASES 6,112 8,986 8,691 295 8,649 384 4,091 2,009 2,082 4,174 1,175 2,999 6,449 
U.S. PLAINTIFF 588 557 547 10 697 53 284 69 215 360 201 159 448 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 14 12 11 1 23 1 13 2 11 s) 3 6 3 
6 OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 54 43 43 61 6 22 3 19 33 23 10 36 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 6 4 4 8 2 1 1 6 5 1 2 
OTHER REAL PROP. ACTIONS 59 33 33 54 3 20 q 11 31 14 17 18 
TORT ACTIONS 10 ) 8 1 10 5 1 4 5 4 1 ) 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYME?'T 30 37 36 1 45 6 16 6 10 23 14 9 22 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 26 34 34 39 8 11 1 10 20 12 8 21 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY 131 98 95 3 138 10 55 15 40 73 29 44 91 
FAIR LABOR STAND. ACT 6 7 7 7 1 1 1 5 4 1 6 
OTHER LABOR 15 16 16 - 17 - y 1 8 8 6 2 14 
SECUR., COMMOD., & EXCHG 36 22 20 2 33 2 18 6 12 13 9 4 25 
TAX SUITS 35 56 56 62 2 30 3 27 30 15 15 29 
ALL OTHER 166 186 184 2 200 14 82 21 61 104 63 41 152 
U.S. DEFENDANT §,524 8,429 8,144 285 7,952 331 3,807 1,940 1,867 3,814 974 2,840 6,001 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 93 90 87 3 109 4 37 6 31 68 42 26 74 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 91 64 63 1 87 S 33 } 27 49 24 25 68 
TORT ACTIONS 372 350 346 4 488 143 143 31 112 202 92 110 234 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT 311 453 443 10 431 11 161 58 103 259 74 185 333 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 346 445 437 8 488 24 177 56 121 287 RE 01 303 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SEN 2,091 3,870 3,681 189 3,158 47 2,013 1,440 573 1,098 120 978 2,803 
HABEAS CORPUS 271 491 480 11 426 4 221 89 132 201 28 173 336 
HABEAS CORPUS - DEATH 2 1 1 . 2 1 . 1 1 1 
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Table B-1A. (Continued) 


Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending 
© Proceeding Oc® 1, 1906 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 41 
PRISON CONDITION 
OTHER PRIS PETITIONS 164 
LABOR SUITS 27 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS 578 
TAX SUITS 181 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 105 
FREEDOM OF INFOR ACT 73 
ALL OTHER 488 
PRIVATE CASES 16,418 
FEDERAL QUESTION 14,995 
MARINE CONTRACT ’ 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS aif 
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 4; 
MARINE INJURY 113 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS 1A 
ANTITRUST 149 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT 1.o7¢ 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 2 6B 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS 2.40! 
HABEAS CORPUS . DEATH 119 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 1.924 
PRISON CONDITION 
OTHER PRIS PETITIONS 16 
LABOR MGMT RELAT ACT 180 
OTHER LABOR 773 
CPYRGHT . PATENT. & TROMRK 336 
SECUR . COMMOD , & EXCHG 200 
CONST. OF STATE STATS 79 
ALL OTHER 1.079 


13, 


Cases Commenced —— 
Disposed 
of by 
Total Original Reinstated’) Total Consolidation 
434 419 1! §23 14 
os BF t 
10; 19 ; 414 14 
58 SF y 44 1 
699 681 18 ‘ 4 
248 243 \ 243 13 
138 136 130 ( 
106 104 , 11 r 
hi a4 17 f ) 14 
26,428 25,761 667 26,141 1,176 
22,630 22,041 589 22,300 893 
ivf 41 } 46¢ ] 
7 a4 ee 
$3 13 143 ‘ 
499 488 524 ‘4 
Ft 164 i} 
41091 24 i 2.763 134 
4832 174) 91 1809 2437 
4.309 4.174 13° 1991 25 
166 166 118 14 
5.358 5.187 171 6,407 82 
1,103 1,096 434 4 
68 68 67 1 
231 222 9 206 13 
929 905 24 940 73 
450 435 15 449 48 
200 193 7 216 22 
133 132 1 92 
1,354 1,321 33 1,341 103 


Total 


Procedural 
Terminations 


By Judge 


Cases Terminated 


Terminations on 


By Stal Total 
19 248 
ur 
10 156 
1! } 
12% 60; 
a! 12¢ 
iy ‘ 
14 
143 
8,479 11,433 
7,203 9,542 
4) 54 
14° 
i ‘ 
ae | 
1p 9 
B41 509 
1.030 2.029 
548 1.009 
1 85 
2.938 2,44( 
310 86 
38 2( 
66 120 
303 509 
179 176 
69 105 
20 56 
409 673 


the Merits 
After After 
Oral Submission 
Hearing on Briefs 
14 14 
Be | 14% 
12 11 
146 at 
65 61 
ae | 
| j he 
ihe 1° 
5,161 6,272 
3,886 5,656 
Al 14 
147 hi 
ik f 
? | 
t 4 
132 
954 1n7e 
290 19 
6A 17 
215 < 225 
86 
2 18 
87 33 
361 148 
138 38 
90 15 
< « 5 
409 264 


Cases 
Pending 
Sept. 30, 1997 


Table B-1A. (Continued) 
| 
| 
| Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending 
of Proceeding | Oct. 1, 1996 
DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 3,414 
INSURANCE 695 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 1,099 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 97 
PERSONAL INJURY/PROD 
LIABILITY 680 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 604 
PERSONAL PROP DAMAGE 215 
ALL OTHER 24 
GENERAL LOCAL JURISDICTION 9 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 2 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 
TORT ACTIONS 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
ALL OTHER 4 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES 10,146 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE, TOTAL 15¢ 
MURDER, FIRST DEGREE 3f 
OTHER HOMICIDE ’ 
ROBBERY, TOTAL 291 
BANK 5a 
OTHER ROBBERY 33 
ASSAULT a 
BURGLARY 9 
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 209 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE 51 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC OF 
STOLEN PROPERTY gf 
POSTAL 23 
OTHER LARCENY AND THEFT 4( 
EMBEZZLEMENT 10 
FRAUD, TOTAL 1,235 
INCOME TAX 118 


Cases Commenced 


Original 


3,700 
811 
403 


— 


10,340 


Reinstated’ 


181 


Total 


3,826 


Cases 
Disposed 
of by 


Consolidation | 


263 


861 


i 


1,658 
280 
644 

64 


24) 


291 


114 


2,285 


Total 


Procedural 
Terminations 


By Judge 


386 


719 


Cases Terminated 


By Staff 


1,272 
2 1 


1,566 


Terminations on 


the Merits 
After After 
Oral Submission 
Total Hearing on Briets 
1,685 1,270 615 
424 295 179 
676 464 v4 le 
: | 29 ac ; 
173 132 41 
434 26. 172 
117 B2 45 
q t ; 
6 5 1 
| | 
| 
,| 
7,320 2,957 4,363 
le 46 . 
Ra At 
/ 
29 i 153 
4 19 
{ f 14 
ah 5 4/7 
be 4 4 
HU HY 10) 
4 4 | 
Ht 44 +) 
Z 4 19 
iF +) 
BR: 4 34 
she le! 44 45¢ 


Cases 
Pending 
Sept. 30, 1997 


3,364 


/44 


1.097 


10,201 
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Table B-1A. (Continued) 


Cases Terminated 


Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Commenced Cases Terminations the Merits 
Cases Disposed | After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1, 1996 Total Original Reinstated’ Total Consolidation Total By Judge =—« By Staff Total Hearing on Briets Sept. 30, 1997 
POSTAL AND INTERSTATE 
WIRE, RADIO, ETC 144 168 162 6 s7! ; B4 } 61 54 ; 3 
LENDING AND CREDIT 35 70 64 { 0 4 68 } 4! 178 H TT 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATMNTS 127 118 118 128 H rT f A4 1 } 11 
OTHER FRAUD 411 521 5 4 9 13 11% { ‘4 9 { 1¢ 4a! 
AUTO THEFT 107 6 4 17 1 14 } i { HF He 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 121 143 14; 1 14; 4 f 
SEX OFFENSES 104 153 1! 12 AA { 
DRUGS 5.078 4,7! 4.6! 93 4.859 454 ! GF 1 IRE 1 96 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES 
TOTAL 1,584 1,788 1,757 31 1,746 109 310 93 217 1,327 572 755 1,626 
6 BRIBERY 15 Aj 4 11 if rT, 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING 
AND THREATS 16; bi i ' Y 
GAMBLING, LOTTERY H { 
KIDNAPPING 6F 1 { ) ‘ 
FIREARMS, WEAPON: 1 06; 4 119 f if f { 44 ) 
ESCAPE 69 ak 4 a4 ‘ bE 
PERJURY 36 } 
DRUNK DRIVING/TRAFFK( i 4 { { 
OTHER MISCELLANEOUS 
GENERAL OFFENSES 142 183 17¢ 154 1f 4 { { 1 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 1 41 413 4 r¢ { A4 { f } v6 
FEDERAL STATUTES TOTAI 71 a69 Q4% ‘ aeg ea : ‘ , 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS if 24 f f ‘ 
ANTITRUST VIOLATION 4 4 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAW +1 1 1 { 1 
VIL RIGHT: 4 g , g 
WITNESSINTIMIDATION 57 f f ‘ re { ( 
EXPLOSIVES/NON-VESSEL 4 i Z 14 ; : 
THER At 649 644 { f Hs 14! 5 ) oA 
NOTE THIS TABLE INCLUDES REOPENED REMANDED AND REINSTAT APPEA Wwe A NAL APP 1S TABLE ES? ; E DATA FOR THI F APP f FE ; 
“IN f NLY APPEALS REINSTATED AFTER BEING TERMINATED DUI PROCE DURY EFA 
EC TION OF DATA FOR THI ATt RY BEGAN ANUARY ) HEREFORE } ARLE REI j FOr f RY FOr NE MONTH 


Table B-2. 


Petitions for Review on Writ of Certiorari to the Supreme Court Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Circuit and Nature 
of Proceeding 


Total 
Criminal 
U.S. Civil 
Private Civil 
Administrative Appeals 


DC Circuit 
Criminal 
U.S. Civil 
Private Civil 
Administrative Appeals 


1st Circuit 
Criminal 
U.S. Civil 
Private Civil 
Administrative Appeals 


2nd Circuit 
Criminal 
U.S. Civil 
Private Civil 
Administrative Appeals 


3rd Circuit 
Criminal 
U.S. Civil 
Private Civil 
Administrative Appeals 


Pending 


October 1, 1996" 


y 


Filed 


4,809 
1,821 
744 
2,125 
119 


134 


103 


~~ —-s CH= @ 


oOo =—- OO O a 


AS | 


Granted 


Terminated 


Denied 


4,409 
1,782 


1,921 


109 


Dismissed 
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Pending 


| September 30, 1997 
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Table B-2. (Continued) 


Terminated 
) | ) 
Circuit and Nature Pending | Pending 
of Proceeding ___| October 1, 1996* Filed Granted Denied Dismissed | September 30, 1997 
4th Circuit 124 523 6 543 4 94 
Criminal 46 217 1 244 1 17 
U.S. Civil 0 88 0 74 0 14 
Private Civil 71 211 5 215 3 59 
Administrative Appeals 7 7 0 10 0 4 
5th Circuit 240 668 20 614 1 273 
Criminal 77 262 6 220 0 113 
U.S. Civil 18 66 1 53 0 30 
Private Civil 138 323 13 325 1 122 
Administrative Appeals 7 17 0 16 0 8 
6th Circuit 150 396 4 398 3 141 
Criminal 53 125 2 136 2 38 
U.S. Civil 15 60 0 62 0 13 
Private Civil 78 195 2 194 1 76 
Administrative Appeals 4 16 0 6 0 14 
7th Circuit 210 436 22 455 1 168 
Criminal 95 176 y 210 0 52 
U.S. Civil 50 139 7 125 1 56 
Private Civil 64 110 6 117 0 51 
Administrative Appeals 1 11 0 3 0 9 
8th Circuit 179 347 15 184 0 327 
Criminal 40 93 4 60 0 69 
U.S. Civil 37 71 2 28 0 78 
Private Civil 99 172 9 92 0 70 
Administrative Appeals 3 11 0 4 0 10 
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Table B-2. (Continued) 


| Terminated 
Circuit and Nature Pending | | Pending 
of Proceeding ____—__si|_-«<Oetober 1, 1996" | Filed» | _ Granted | Denied _ Dismissed | September 30, 1997 

9th Circuit 542 853 29 763 0 603 
Criminal 208 302 5 294 0 211 
U.S. Civil 104 112 4 105 0 107 
Private Civil 195 415 20 354 0 236 
Administrative Appeals 35 24 0 10 0 49 
10th Circuit 105 277 7 289 0 86 
Criminal 34 91 1 101 0 23 
U.S. Civil 25 48 3 54 0 16 
Private Civil 45 136 3 133 0 45 
Administrative Appeals 1 2 0 1 0 2 
11th Circuit 174 494 13 477 2 176 
6 Criminal 81 275 4 254 1 97 
U.S. Civil 12 23 3 20 1 11 
Private Civil 81 189 6 197 0 67 
Administrative Appeals 0 7 0 6 0 1 


NOTE ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS INCLUDE APPLICATIONS FOR ENFORCEMENT OR PETITIONS FOR REVIEW OF ORDERS OF ADMINISTRATIVE BOARDS OR AGENCIES THIS TABLE DOES NOT 
INCLUDE DATA FOR THE US COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
“REVISED 
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Table B-3. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals—-Sources of Appeals and Original Proceedings Commenced, py Circuit, 
For the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1993 Through 1997 


Source 1993 
L 
TOTAL APPEALS 50,224 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 44,236 
BANKRUPTCY 1,388 
ADMIN. AGENCIES, TOTAL 3,928 
U.S. TAX CT. 524 
LABR 20 
FCC 318 
FERC 449 
FTC 3 
NLRB 600 
EPA 131 
ICC 31 
INS 1,114 
OTHER ADMIN. AGENCIES 738 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 672 
DC CIRCUIT 1,791 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 896 
BANKRUPTCY 9 
U.S. TAX COURT 7 
NLRB 32 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 799 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 48 
1ST CIRCUIT 1,417 
ME 145 
MA 568 
NH 150 
R| 165 
PR 258 
BANKRUPTCY 21 
U.S. TAX COURT 11 
NLRB 31 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 51 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 17 


48,322 
42,983 
1,382 
3,369 
397 


50,072 
44,365 
1,667 
3,295 
390 


1996 


51,991 
47,026 
1,434 
2,827 
332 
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Table B-3. (Continued) 
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Source 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 

2ND CIRCUIT 4,321 3,986 3,987 4,562 4,616 

CT 359 394 165 386 424 
NY.N 406 i128 196 404 407 
NYE 1.048 833 947 998 1.135 
NYS 1,575 1613 1,488 1811 886 
NY W 305 290 278 162 277 
VT 110 110 102 87 96 
BANKRUPTCY 147 113 109 168 110 
U.S. TAX COURT 4) 49 35 58 57 
NLRB 92 87 81 67 57 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 162 128 131 136 262 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 76 41 55 85 105 
3RD CIRCUIT 3,599 3,675 3,485 3,604 3,458 

DE 185 143 106 133 120 
NJ 763 788 849 816 831 
PAE 1,220 1,285 1,105 1,131 1,078 
=] PAM 474 461 446 521 444 
PAW 506 564 560 633 559 
VI 125 147 87 82 97 
BANKRUPTCY 102 92 84 98 111 
U.S. TAX COURT 26 20 40 19 13 
NLRB 66 60 68 36 35 
ADMIN AGENCIES 100 73 97 79 107 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 32 42 43 56 63 
4TH CIRCUIT 4,390 3,994 5,193 4,914 4,754 

MD 937 652 757 718 863 
NCE 381 433 506 530 503 
NC .M 23 198 285 266 215 
NC W 235 192 262 307 280 
SC 432 451 595& 67( 690 
VAE 979 998 1,161 1.183 1.062 
VA.W 322 413 493 499 395 
WV.N 151 108 169 157 136 
WV.S 237 188 164 221 187 
BANKRUPTCY 144 106 544 137 81 
U.S. TAX COURT 38 26 25 19 23 
NLRB 66 43 49 46 31 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 223 172 166 144 262 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 15 14 17 17 26 
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Table B-3. (Continued) 


Source 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 

5TH CIRCUIT 6,657 6,264 6,513 7,546 7,573 
LA.E 723 603 604 686 612 
LAM 189 150 185 226 218 
LA.W 397 407 475 442 433 
MS,.N 146 159 199 291 213 
MS.S 305 343 145 341 136 
TX.N 1,143 1.191 1,179 1.528 1494 
TX.E 883 564 635 732 901 
TX.S 1,240 1,320 1.467 1,769 1,608 
TX.W 945 932 910 979 1.045 
BANKRUPTCY 211 167 162 229 179 
U.S. TAX COURT 35 40 1 35 35 
NLRB 37 16 15 27 14 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 299 297 223 187 388 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 104 /5 83 74 97 

6TH CIRCUIT 4,826 4,438 4,631 4,606 4,622 
KY.E 306 306 375 353 285 
KY W 304 258 272 279 283 
MILE 1,098 943 1,014 1,026 1,002 
MI.W 438 458 433 467 404 
OH.N 648 636 728 697 773 
OHS 595 555 500 516 522 
TN.E 277 273 284 326 337 
™N.M 265 266 270 286 268 
™N W 449 385 399 329 367 
BANKRUPTCY 96 105 87 87 87 
US. TAX COURT 34 21 20 2 22 
NLRB 111 78 99 82 102 
ADMIN AGENCIES 167 121 111 106 122 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 38 33 39 32 48 


AS 


es 
Table B-3. (Continued) 


Source 1993 1994 1995 


7TH CIRCUIT 3,235 3,096 3,112 
IL,N 1,191 1,117 1.128 
ILC 412 145 262 
ILS 258 255 281 
INN 405 406 444 
INS 150 2a9 1340 
Wit 109 112 12° 
WI.W 266 238 218 
BANKRUPTCY A? 70 67 
US. TAX COURT 24 18 14 
NLRB 42 48 44 
ADMIN. AGENCIES "7 as ’ 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 19 23 33 
8TH CIRCUIT 3,178 3,193 3,205 
=] ARE 433 419 417 
AR .W 135 171 147 
|A.N 110 114 115 
IAS 043 046 970 
MN 425 437 433 
MO.E 611 641 654 
MO .W 533 541 559 
NE 225 200 192 
ND 100 82 70 
SD 176 151 145 
BANKRUPTCY 61 76 63 
US. TAX COURT 14 20 13 
NLRB 36 30 30 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 58 4 43 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 28 31 52 


aS. 


Table B-3. (Continued) 


Source 


9TH CIRCUIT 
AK 
AZ 
CA,.N 
CA,E 
CA,C 
CA.S 
HI 
ID 
MT 
NV 
OR 
WA,E 
WA, W 
GUAM 
NMI 
BANKRUPTCY 
U.S. TAX COURT 
NLRB 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


10TH CIRCUIT 
CO 
KS 
NM 
OK,N 
OK,E 
OK,W 
UT 
WY 
BANKRUPTCY 
U.S. TAX COURT 
NLRB 
ADMIN AGENCIES 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


| 
| 


- 


1993 


8,514 
182 
768 
916 
510 

2,033 
554 
214 

85 
137 
525 
586 
186 
447 

48 

16 
314 
223 

59 
528 
183 


2,657 
453 
431 
366 
266 
137 
401 
232 
118 
101 

29 
13 
83 
27 


1994 


8,092 
170 
720 
910 
529 
883 
421 
207 
137 
189 
427 
554 
199 
429 

56 

13 
334 
145 

63 
530 
176 


— 


2,714 
555 
407 
275 
249 
158 
457 
251 
123 

99 
25 
10 
78 
27 


1995 


45 


1996 


1997 
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Table B-3. (Continued) 
| | | 


Source 1993 1994 | 1995 1996 | 1997 
| | 

11TH CIRCUIT 5,639 5,730 5,948 6,329 6,110 
ALN 425 520 466 547 417 
AL,M 329 347 357 358 300 
AL,S 276 289 268 310 240 
FL,N 356 377 433 422 434 
FL,M 1,104 1,158 1,138 1,311 1,080 
FL,S 1,267 1,234 1,381 1,525 1,637 
GA,N 840 882 962 920 778 
GA,M 260 284 270 257 250 
GA,S 283 271 250 328 361 
BANKRUPTCY 100 181 143 135 110 
U.S. TAX COURT 42 27 25 27 16 
NLRB 15 8 7 18 15 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 257 101 144 94 314 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 85 51 104 77 158 
NOTE TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE US COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 


FEDERAL CIRCUIT 


Table B-3A. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Sources of Appeals in Civil and Criminal Cases 
From U.S. District Courts During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Appeals Commenced Appeals Disposed of 
Circuit and District Total Civil Criminal Total Civil Criminal 

TOTAL 45,935 35,414 10,521 45,256 34,790 10,466 

DC 767 610 157 995 801 194 
1ST 1,323 965 358 1,239 885 354 

ME 168 113 55 159 101 58 
MA 599 475 124 548 437 111 
NH 133 98 35 110 77 33 
RI 111 65 46 126 73 53 
PR 312 214 98 296 197 99 
2ND 4,225 3,375 850 3,924 3,140 784 

 ] CT 424 353 71 362 303 59 
NY,N 407 330 77 387 315 72 
NY,E 135 818 317 994 711 283 
NY,S 1,886 1,577 309 1,799 1,501 298 
NY,W 277 225 52 302 251 51 
VT 96 72 24 80 59 21 
3RD 3,129 2,551 578 3,171 2,573 598 

DE 120 94 26 118 89 29 
NJ 831 649 182 787 639 148 
PA,E 1,078 879 199 1,085 852 233 
PA,M 444 370 74 518 442 76 
PA,W 559 497 62 570 496 74 
Vi 97 62 35 93 $5 38 
4TH 4,331 3,301 1,030 4,236 3,297 939 

MD 863 732 131 747 661 86 
NC,E 503 394 109 442 368 74 
NC,M 215 142 73 242 145 97 
NC .W 280 177 103 287 177 110 
SC 690 511 179 647 511 136 
VA,E 1,062 880 182 1,099 890 209 
VA,W 395 280 115 425 344 81 
WV,N 136 75 61 154 89 65 
WV,S 187 110 77 193 112 81 

Asp 
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Table B-3A. (Continued) 
ee cena 7 —_— 
Appeals Commenced nT eas (Ou i ss Appeals Disposed S i) ag! 
f i 
Circuit and District Total Civil Criminal Total | Civil | Criminal 

5TH 6,860 5,299 1,561 6,637 5,032 1,605 
LA,E 612 500 112 651 516 135 
LA,M 218 189 29 199 180 19 
LA,W 433 358 75 397 320 77 
MS,N 213 178 35 232 187 45 
MS,S 336 285 51 315 270 45 
TX,N 1,494 1,194 300 1,427 1,089 338 
TX,E 901 736 165 811 640 17) 
TX,S 1,608 1,169 439 1,683 1,191 492 
TX,W 1,045 690 355 922 639 283 

6TH 4,241 3,387 854 4,251 3,455 796 
KY,E 285 221 64 302 229 73 
KY,W 283 216 67 273 222 51 
MIE 1,002 794 208 1,075 888 187 
MI,W 404 327 77 439 367 72 
OH,N 773 671 102 759 665 94 
OH,S 522 431 91 483 406 77 
TN,E 337 249 88 336 234 102 
T™N,M 268 220 48 240 202 38 
TN,W 367 258 109 344 242 102 

7TH 3,076 2,497 579 3,042 2,421 621 
IL,N 1,165 1,011 154 1,141 963 178 
IL,C 336 242 94 344 242 102 
IL,S 276 187 89 281 173 108 
IN,N 292 255 37 361 293 68 
IN,S 422 376 46 404 365 39 
WIE 344 243 101 291 211 80 
WI.W 241 183 58 220 17 46 

8TH 3,120 2,491 629 2,976 2,328 648 
AR,E 427 358 69 372 312 60 
AR,W 163 143 20 157 134 23 
1A,N 153 103 50 152 116 36 
IA,S 243 193 50 235 185 50 
MN 500 394 106 478 370 108 
MO,E 631 551 80 620 496 124 
MO,W 587 461 126 510 407 103 
NE 210 150 60 221 157 64 
ND 55 43 12 56 42 14 
SD 151 95 56 175 109 66 
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Table B-3A. (Continued) 


Appeals Commenced Appeals Disposed of 


} ; 
Circuit and District Total Civil Criminal Total Civil Criminal 
9TH 6,937 5,304 1,633 7,030 §,437 1,593 
AK 142 116 26 158 111 47 
AZ 680 508 172 720 574 146 
CA,N 964 844 120 858 765 93 
CA,E 663 523 140 659 502 157 
CA,C 1,848 1,395 453 1,914 1,454 460 
CA,S 521 307 214 563 344 219 
HI 191 148 43 229 185 44 
iD 90 63 27 89 64 25 
MT 163 101 62 160 115 45 
NV 426 344 82 407 345 62 
OR 567 445 122 540 442 98 
WA.E 156 101 55 176 123 53 
WA,W 453 366 87 484 377 107 
i) GUAM 61 33 28 60 25 35 
NMI 12 10 2 13 11 2 
10TH 2,429 1,891 538 2,261 1,891 370 
CO 477 406 71 518 459 59 
KS 408 322 86 370 302 68 
NM 414 285 129 296 231 65 
OK,N 243 194 49 252 213 39 
OK,E 139 116 23 148 126 22 
OK,W 411 328 83 375 309 66 
UT 207 150 57 177 147 30 
WwY 130 90 40 125 104 21 
11TH 5,497 3,743 1,754 5,494 3,530 1,964 
AL,N 417 375 42 453 361 92 
AL.M 300 216 84 300 219 81 
ALS 240 140 100 292 137 155 
FL.N 434 250 184 390 247 143 
FL.M 1,080 776 304 1,170 812 358 
FL.S 1,637 933 704 1,469 777 692 
GA,N 778 579 199 908 596 312 
GA.M 250 187 63 224 163 61 
GA.S 361 287 74 288 218 70 
NOTE TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED. AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U S COURT OF APPEALS FOR 
THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
as a 
AGA 


Table B-4., 


U.S. Courts of Appeals—Median Time Intervals in Cases Terminated After Hearing or Submission 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Circuit 


ALL CASES 
TOTAL 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
FIRST 
SECOND 
THIRD 
FOURTH 
FIFTH 
SIXTH 
SEVENTH 
EIGHTH 
NINTH 
TENTH 
ELEVENTH 


PRISONER PETITIONS 


TOTAL 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
FIRST 
SECOND 
THIRD 
FOURTH 
FIFTH 
SIXTH 
SEVENTH 
EIGHTH 
NINTH 
TENTH 
ELEVENTH 


Total 
Cases 


25,840 


732 

696 
1,688 
1,873 
2,387 
3,438 
2,116 
1,564 
1,832 
4,841 
1,379 
3,294 


From Filing of 


Notice of 
Appeal to 


Filing Last Brief 


19,310 


297 

605 
1,261 
1,472 
1,171 
2,552 
1,766 
1,176 
1,436 
3,472 
1,193 
2,909 


3,334 


Cases 


Interval 


From Filing of 
Last Brief to 


Hearing or 
Submission 
Cases interval 
20,683 4.0 
448 23 
630 17 
1,302 36 
1,544 19 
1,285 54 
2,682 3.1 
1,875 7.1 
1,249 32 
1,471 41 
3,968 61 
1,235 40 
2,994 39 
3,334 44 
17 +5 
48 4 
145 36 
240 15 
52 a.7 
369 35 
323 57 
304 54 
269 48 
802 6.0 
324 2.9 
441 40 


From Hearing 


to Final 


Disposition 


Cases interval 


10,357 


344 
428 
096 


— 


720 
1.218 
059 
802 
851 
889 
410 
985 


—_ 


— 


From Submission 


to Final 
Disposition 
Cases interval 
15,483 8 
388 7 
268 12 
592 3 
1,318 25 
1,667 5 
2,220 8 
1,057 14 
762 3 
981 3 
2,952 1 
969 14 
2,309 21 
4,601 6 
78 6 
53 14 
222 A 
340 13 
607 4 
629 6 
329 14 
351 3 
324 3 
815 1 
354 13 
499 23 


From Filing of 


Notice of 


Appeal to Final 


Disposition 


Cases 


23,601 


548 
657 
570 
1,731 
2,207 
3,203 
1,950 
1,440 
1,758 
4,063 
1,293 
3,181 


— 


5,353 


83 
66 
103 
378 
654 
734 
389 
424 
432 
960 
384 
546 


Interval 


11.4 


109 
98 
85 
91 
96 
99 
140 
10 § 
98 
144 
11.2 
142 


10.4 


From Filing 
in Lower Court 
to Final Disposition 
in Appellate Court 


Cases 


23,601 


548 

657 
1,570 
1,731 
2,207 
3,203 
1,950 
1,440 
1,758 
4,063 
1,293 
3,181 


5,353 


83 

66 
303 
378 
654 
734 
389 
424 
432 
960 
384 
546 


Interval 


22.8 


16.0 
20 5 
273 
19.0 
198 
186 
23.2 
218 
22 1 
276 
200 
274 
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Table B-4. (Continued) 


| From Filing of | From Filing of | 7 <a | From Filing of From Filing 
Notice of Last Brief to From Hearing From Submission | Notice of in Lower Court 
| Appeal to Hearing or to Final to Final _ Appealto Final | — to Final Disposition 
| Filing Last Brief | — | Disposition | erapesinen | Disposition in a Court 
| Total | | | | | | | | | | | 
Circuit Cases | Cases interval Cases | interval Cases interval Cases | interval Cases | Interval Cases interval 

OTHER CIVIL 
TOTAL 10,254 8,816 4.6 8,616 43 5,584 2.1 4,670 1.0 10,254 11.5 10,254 29.0 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 351 170 7.0 170 18 129 18 222 7 351 10.1 351 255 
FIRST 346 331 47 331 18 238 24 108 17 346 94 346 318 
SECOND 785 679 37 679 3.7 644 6 141 3 785 86 785 318 
THIRD B15 737 43 737 25 337 1.7 478 27 815 94 815 26.0 
FOURTH 870 516 41 516 6.0 413 20 457 4 870 10.9 870 237 
FIFTH 1,208 1,116 45 1,116 3.4 587 2.1 621 14 1,208 96 1,208 268 
SIXTH 955 908 41 908 78 596 23 359 15 955 14.1 955 31.1 
| SEVENTH 597 517 3.6 517 3.2 402 28 195 4 597 102 597 27.9 
EIGHTH 814 709 3.5 709 45 452 28 362 4 a4 10.4 814 27.1 
NINTH 1,760 1,464 5.4 1,464 83 999 18 761 2 1,760 161 1,760 316 
TENTH 600 573 4.3 573 43 225 34 375 17 600 11.7 600 276 
ELEVENTH 1,153 1,096 5.6 1,096 45 562 18 591 20 1,153 129 1,153 31.2 

CRIMINAL 
TOTAL 7,320 6,581 6.2 6,581 3.3 2,957 1.8 4,363 1.0 7,320 11.8 7,320 24.6 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 109 106 8.8 106 28 79 15 30 H 109 12.5 109 30.0 
FIRST 219 202 7.5 202 16 141 25 78 ? 219 116 219 26 5 
SECOND 440 401 40 401 34 303 4 137 2 440 85 440 269 
THIRD 487 450 44 450 15 142 15 345 27 487 93 487 247 
FOURTH 624 559 53 559 45 164 21 460 6 624 115 624 216 
FIFTH 1,169 981 7.7 981 25 404 18 765 ? 1.169 110 1,169 220 
SIXTH 560 493 58 493 63 297 16 263 5 560 150 560 28.0 
SEVENTH 389 328 45 328 26 243 25 146 3 389 93 389 22.2 
EIGHTH 456 405 3.3 405 28 227 28 229 4 456 86 456 189 
NINTH 1,166 1,068 56 1,068 45 514 15 652 { 1,166 123 1,166 25.0 
TENTH 278 268 5.7 268 33 127 25 151 10 278 113 278 22.1 
ELEVENTH 1,423 1,320 94 1,320 3.4 316 19 1,107 21 1,423 159 1,423 296 
GY 


Table B-4. (Continued) 


From Filing of From Filing of “ee From Filing of From Filing 
Notice of Last Brief to From Hearing From Submission Notice of in Lower Court 
Appeal to Hearing or to Final to Final Appeal to Final to Final Disposition 
Filing Last Brief | Submission Disposition Disposition Disposition in Appellate Court 
T 
Total 
Circuit Cases Cases Interval Cases | interval Cases Interval Cases interval Cases interval Cases | Interval 

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY 

TOTAL 1,682 - - 1,373 47 665 1.9 1,017 3 - : 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 159 151 2.5 128 17 31 ? 
FIRST 31 25 13 16 3.0 15 6 
SECOND 61 41 34 37 y 24 2 
THIRD 92 72 1.4 19 13 73 2.7 
FOURTH 164 114 5.5 54 2.0 110 5 
FIFTH 146 130 3.7 65 16 81 1.2 
SIXTH 135 109 7.6 77 23 58 1.2 
SEVENTH 93 73 2.7 61 24 32 8 
EIGHTH 42 35 47 28 3.0 14 3 
NINTH 624 496 78 130 14 494 2 
TENTH 45 42 43 16 28 29 18 
ELEVENTH 90 85 3.5 34 19 56 2.0 
BANKRUPTCY 

TOTAL 674 579 4.4 579 4.6 378 2.2 296 9 674 12.4 674 22.8 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 5 4 6.6 4 1.5 2 3 3 5 5 10.0 5 19.1 
FIRST 26 24 3.9 24 18 20 2.3 6 H 26 80 26 16.4 
SECOND 42 36 3.3 36 36 31 7 11 4 42 84 42 17.0 
THIRD 51 45 5.3 45 29 17 12 34 17 51 99 51 17.2 
FOURTH 59 44 36 44 58 42 24 17 4 59 12.3 59 17.4 
FIFTH 92 86 43 86 37 54 21 38 16 92 10.5 92 18.8 
SIXTH 46 42 39 2 77 28 44 18 13 46 140 46 24.1 
SEVENTH 30 27 3.2 27 30 23 ‘ 30 84 30 17.7 
EIGHTH 56 53 3.2 53 49 32 36 24 j 56, 114 56 208 
NINTH 177 138 5.0 138 91 94 1.2 83 2 177 167 177 28.0 
TENTH 31 28 5.1 28 47 10 19 21 18 31 134 31 24.4 
ELEVENTH 59 52 55 52 48 25 18 34 24 59 13.7 59 27.1 


NOTE THE SUBTOTALS DO NOT ADD UP TO THE NUMBER FOR TOTAL CASES BECAUSE TOTAL CASES INCLUDE ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS NOT REPORTED SEPARATELY IN THIS TABLE THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA 
FOR THE US COURT OF APPEALS ERAL CIRCUIT 


LOT 


Table B-5. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Terminated on the Merits, by Circuit, 
During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Terminations on the Merits 
Total Percent | | 
Circuit and Nature Appeals of Total Affirmed/ Percent 
of Proceeding Terminated' | _Terminations Total Enforced | Dismissed | Reversed Remanded | Other Reversed? 

ALL CIRCUITS 51,194 50.5 25,840 20,785 1,909 2,293 649 204 9.0 
CRIMINAL 10,466 69.9 7,320 6,324 369 397 197 33 5.4 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 4,449 38.5 1,711 1,412 125 116 49 9 6.8 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 4,200 58 6 2,463 2,014 85 299 54 11 12.1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 11,019 33.1 3,642 2,708 575 244 93 22 6.7 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 15,122 51.5 7,791 6,300 297 988 154 52 12.7 
BANKRUPTCY 1,269 53.1 674 517 43 98 9 7 14.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 3,944 42.6 1,682 1,005 383 131 93 70 7.8 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 725 76.8 557 505 32 20 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,833 39.9 732 612 4 78 23 15 10.9 
CRIMINAL 194 56.2 109 96 2 7 4 . 6.4 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 113 51.3 58 55 1 2 
OTHER U.S CIVIL 374 58.0 217 172 1 30 10 4 13.8 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 69 36.2 25 25 : 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 245 547 134 112 17 2 3 12.7 
BANKRUPTCY 8 62.5 5 4 1 : . 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 791 20.1 159 124 22 5 8 13.8 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 39 64.1 25 24 1 . 

FIRST CIRCUIT 1,371 50.8 696 589 14 36 49 8 §.2 
CRIMINAL 354 61.9 219 182 1 12 24 . 5.5 
U.S PRISONER PETITIONS 89 25.8 23 18 2 2 1 8.7 
OTHER US. CIVIL 113 51.3 58 55 . 1 2 . 1.7 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 127 33.9 43 41 1 1 . 2.3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 556 51.8 288 242 9 18 17 2 63 
BANKRUPTCY 44 59.1 26 22 1 1 2 . 3.8 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 78 39.7 31 21 3 1 1 5 3.2 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 10 80.0 8 8 . : : 

SECOND CIRCUIT 4,378 38.6 1,688 1,196 288 85 110 9 5.2 
CRIMINAL 784 56.1 440 375 22 16 25 2 3.6 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 275 20.7 57 26 26 2 3 3.6 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 343 37.9 130 101 20 4 5 3.1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 756 32.5 246 112 109 7 16 2 2.8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,766 37.1 655 472 75 48 57 3 7.3 
BANKRUPTCY 127 33.1 42 28 9 4 1 . 95 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 257 23.7 61 33 20 3 3 2 49 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 70 81.4 57 49 7 1 . . . 


Table B-5. (Continued) 
ep Terminations on the Merits 
Total Percent | 
Circuit and Nature Appeals of Total | Affirmed/ | | | Percent 
of Proceeding Terminated' Terminations Total | Entorced | Dismissed Reversed | Remanded Other _ Reversed’ 

THIRD CIRCUIT 3,479 53.8 1,873 1,501 
CRIMINAL 598 814 487 427 
US. PRISONER PETITIONS 355 33.5 119 83 
OTHER US. CIVIL 208 59.6 124 105 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 738 35.1 259 164 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,272 54.3 691 561 
BANKRUPTCY 100 510 51 42 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 152 60.5 92 69 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 56 89 3 50 50 
FOURTH CIRCUIT 4,629 51.6 2,387 2,054 
CRIMINAL 939 66 5 624 563 
U.S PRISONER PETITIONS 629 33.2 209 182 
OTHER US CIVIL 333 66.1 220 198 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,220 36 5 445 362 
 ] OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,115 58.3 650 558 
BANKRUPTCY 106 55.7 59 47 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 266 61.7 164 131 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 21 76.2 16 13 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 7,301 47.1 3,438 2,518 
CRIMINAL 1,605 728 1,169 941 
US. PRISONER PETITIONS 544 33.1 180 117 
OTHER US CIVIL 406 57.6 234 180 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 2,338 237 554 276 
OTHER PRIVATE Civil 1,744 55.8 974 745 
BANKRUPTCY 186 495 92 72 
ADMINISTRAT!'VE APPEALS 385 379 146 109 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 93 95.7 89 78 
SIXTH CIRCUIT 4,626 45.7 2,116 1,843 
CRIMINAL 796 70.4 560 510 
US. PRISONER PETITIONS 434 27.4 119 107 
OTHER US CIVIL 344 648 223 189 
PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 1,117 242 270 249 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,560 469 732 620 
BANKRUPTCY 94 489 46 32 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 240 56.3 135 113 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 41 756 31 23 
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7 Terminations on the Merits 
| Total | Percent | | 
Circuit and Nature | Appeals of Total | | Affirmed/ Percent 
of Proceeding | Terminated’ Terminations | Total | Enforced | Dismissed Reversed = == Remanded _ Other __ Reversed? 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 3,311 47.2 1,564 1,246 46 182 35 55 11.9 
CRIMINAL 621 62.6 389 311 36 23 7 12 5.9 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 443 36.3 161 132 1 21 7 13.0 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 198 56.6 112 84 2 16 7 3 14.3 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 804 32.7 263 224 2 27 7 3 10.3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 976 49.7 485 372 . 84 5 24 17.3 
BANKRUPTCY 62 48.4 30 25 . 2 3 6.7 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 174 53.4 93 71 1 9 2 10 9.7 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 33 93.9 31 27 4 . 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 3,215 57.0 1,832 1,557 59 178 22 16 9.9 
CRIMINAL 648 70.4 456 405 11 33 7 7.2 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 324 36.4 118 104 4 9 1 76 
OTHER US. CIVIL 293 65.9 193 156 6 29 2 . 15.0 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 733 42.8 314 274 13 22 2 3 7.0 
eo OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 978 63.5 621 525 16 74 5 1 11.9 
BANKRUPTCY 74 75.7 56 46 1 7 1 1 12.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 131 32.1 42 18 5 4 5 10 9.5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 34 94.1 32 29 3 
NINTH CIRCUIT 8,515 56.9 4,841 3,631 528 365 247 70 7.7 
CRIMINAL 1,593 73.2 1,166 957 61 55 79 14 47 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 564 51.3 323 296 4 7 13 3 2.2 
OTHER US. CIVIL 772 6” » 482 383 18 58 19 4 12.0 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,625 3S < 637 511 40 33 44 9 5.2 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,476 51.¢ 1,278 1,006 48 178 36 10 13.9 
BANKRUPTCY 292 60.6 177 133 16 21 5 2 11.9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 1,025 60.9 624 197 340 8 51 28 13 
a4 ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 168 91.7 154 148 1 5 : 
a TENTH CIRCUIT 2,466 55.9 1,379 1,143 70 150 9 7 11.1 
CRIMINAL 370 75.1 278 236 13 26 3 . 9.4 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 336 47.9 161 131 18 10 1 1 6.2 
OTHER US. CIVIL 283 71.4 202 162 2 36 2 17.8 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 477 46.8 223 173 29 19 2 8.5 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 795 50.1 398 342 4 47 2 3 11.8 
BANKRUPTCY 54 57.4 31 21 . 10 . 32.3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 103 43.7 45 42 1 1 1 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 48 85.4 41 36 3 2 


Table B-5. (Continued) 


Terminations on the Merits 


? 


| 


Total Percent | 
Circull and Nature Appeals of Total Affirmed/ | | | | Percent 
of Proceeding Terminated’ Terminations Tots! =| Entorced | Dismissed | Reversed |§ Remanded Other Reversed’ 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 6,070 64.3 3,204 2,895 113 259 16 11 7.9 
CRIMINAL 1,964 72.5 1,423 1,321 34 60 7 { 42 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 343 53.4 183 161 3 16 2 1 87 
OTHER US CIVIL 533 50.3 268 229 6 33 12.3 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,015 358 363 297 41 22 2 1 6.1 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,639 540 885 745 24 108 2 6 122 
BANKRUPTCY 122 484 59 45 3 11 18.6 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 342 263 90 77 1 7 3 2 78 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 112 20.5 23 20 1 2 


NOTE. THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U S COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 

‘TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS 

"PERCENT NOT SHOWN WHERE THE TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES TERMINATED ON THE MERITS IS LESS THAN 10 NO PERCENTAGES OF CASES 

REVERSED OR DENIED HAVE BEEN COMPUTED FOR ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS BECAUSE OF THEIR DIFFERENCE FROM APPEALS, NOR HAVE THEY BEEN 
e INCLUDED IN THE PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL APPEALS REVERSED 


Table B-5A. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Terminated by Procedura! Judgments, by Circuit, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Circuit and Nature 


of Proceeding 


ALL CIRCUITS 
CRIMINAL 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER US. CIVIL 
PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
CRIMINAL 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER US. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


FIRST CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER US. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


SECOND CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER US. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


Total 
Appeais 
Terminated 


51,194 
10,466 
4,449 
4,200 
11,019 
15,122 
1,269 
3,944 
725 


1,833 
194 
113 
374 


4,378 
784 
275 
343 
756 

1,766 
127 
257 

70 


Total 
Proc. 


Terms. 


22,337 
2,288 
2,658 
1,435 
7,251 
6,296 

511 
1,741 
157 


878 
4) 


Cross 
Appeals 


21 
3 


Total 


8,729 
719 
1,649 
360 
3,416 
1,637 
133 
701 
114 


Juris. 
Defects | 


3,328 
342 
248 
209 

1,037 

1,014 

75 
403 


By Judges 


FRAP 
42° 


653 
150 


336 


Procedural Terminations 


T 


Default | 


158 
13 
12 


mm mr — G 


A 70 


Cert. | 
CPC | Appeal- 


Denial | ability Other 


2,399 1,173 
214 


1,286 92 


1,018 


1,018 1,113 145 


10 68 


24 26 


21 169 146 
62 7 


21 107 13 


—_——_—_______+__—. 


Total 


13,587 
1 566 
1,009 
1,073 
3,835 
4644 

377 
1,040 
43 


1,996 
200 
139 
192 
324 


Default 


6,185 
483 
713 
418 

2,838 

1,431 
121 
181 


1,012 
72 
126 
96 
287 
394 
23 

14 


Other 


136 


—-~no—- OD ® 


148 
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Table B5-A. (Continued) 


| | Procedural Terminations 
| | _ By Judges . | By Staff 
Total | Total | | Cert | 
Circuit and Nature Appeals Proc. | Cross Juris. FRAP CPC _s Appeal- | FRAP | 
of Proceeding Terminated | Terms. | Appeals Total Defects | 42° | Default | Denial ability | Other | Total | 42° | Default | Other 

THIRD CIRCUIT 3,479 1,493 . 727 225 25 2 37 357 
CRIMINAL 598 91 32 23 7 
U.S PRISONER PETITIONS 355 233 191 25 157 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 208 82 24 16 3 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 738 475 299 49 1 1 37 200 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,272 513 148 102 13 1 
BANKRUPTCY 100 41 8 4 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 152 52 23 6 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 56 6 2 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 4,629 1,904 . 767 224 28 - 68 420 
CRIMINAL 939 160 4) 29 3 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 629 404 290 29 1 256 
OTHER US. CIVIL 333 93 10 6 4 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,220 753 303 62 3 68 164 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,115 365 . 59 43 14 
BANKRUPTCY 106 39 10 9 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 266 86 §3 46 2 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 21 4 1 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 7,301 3,573 . 1,436 716 66 13 195 366 
CRIMINAL 1,605 383 . 112 83 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 544 359 . 195 43 5 1 141 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 406 162 . 39 28 3 1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 2,338 1,772 . 793 34) 14 7 195 225 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,744 662 . 149 102 27 3 
BANKRUPTCY 186 81 . 35 29 2 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 385 153 . 113 90 6 1 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 93 1 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 4,626 2,340 - 1,014 440 18 48 124 346 
CRIMINAL 796 203 . 55 47 2 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 434 313 . 242 40 1 2 198 
OTHER US. CIVIL 344 116 . 27 24 1 : : 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,117 840 . 431 117 2 37 124 148 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,560 737 ° 207 184 8 9 
BANKRUPTCY 94 40 ° 2 1 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 240 81 . 42 27 3 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 41 10 8 


Table B5-A. (Continued) 


Procedural Terminations 
- _Bydudges By Staff 
Total Total Cert. 
Circuit and Nature Appeals Proc Cross Juris. FRAP CPC Appeal- FRAP 
of Proceeding | Terminated | Terms Appeals Total Defects 42° Default Denial ability Other Total 42° 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 3,311 1,504 . 546 186 3 9 152 136 60 958 539 
CRIMINAL 621 124 35 21 : 14 89 74 
US. PRISONER PETITIONS 443 277 163 21 . 2 . 136 4 114 37 
OTHER US CIVIL 198 75 13 10 1 2 62 37 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 804 533 217 51 152 14 316 94 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 976 418 89 68 1 6 14 329 260 
BANKRUPTCY 62 21 9 4 5 12 9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 174 55 20 11 2 7 35 28 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 33 1 1 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 3,215 1,082 : 607 161 61 16 104 260 5 475 280 
CRIMINAL 648 83 30 21 7 2 53 43 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 324 201 180 5) 1 170 21 6 
OTHER US. CIVIL 293 72 29 16 13 43 35 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 733 404 250 38 7 11 104 90 154 40 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 978 258 91 65 22 2 2 167 137 
BANKRUPTCY 74 16 6 4 10 ] 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 131 47 20 10 8 2 27 10 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 34 1 1 1 
NINTH CIRCUIT 8,515 3,252 1,365 623 37 23 222 136 324 1,887 1,280 
CRIMINAL 1,593 306 88 26 6 56 218 207 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 564 230 116 29 63 24 114 57 
OTHER US. CIVIL 772 243 72 47 2 3 20 171 122 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,625 966 565 218 1 3 222 73 48 401 183 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,476 1,017 295 195 29 7 64 722 560 
BANKRUPTCY 292 103 24 12 3 6 79 56 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 1,025 375 201 96 2 1 102 174 95 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 168 12 4 4 8 
TENTH CIRCUIT 2,466 986 319 139 15 5 15 89 56 667 412 
CRIMINAL 370 78 35 23 3 i) 43 34 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 336 172 67 17 3 42 5 105 28 
OTHER US. CIVIL 283 77 18 11 3 4 59 43 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 477 242 96 25 1 1 15 47 7 146 40 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 795 339 67 50 7 10 272 235 
BANKRUPTCY 54 19 6 3 1 1 1 13 12 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 103 52 23 10 13 29 20 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 48 7 7 7 


Default 


Other 


16 
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Table B5-A. (Continued) 


| Procedural Terminations 
| ' _ By Judges By Staff ‘ 
Total Total Cert. 
Circuit and Nature Appeals Proc. Cross | Juris. | FRAP CPC _ Appeal- FRAP 
ee _ of Proceeding sa _ Terminated © | Terms. ; Appeals Total | Detects 42° | Default Denial | ability | Other | Total | 42° | Default | Other 
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 6,070 2,255 21 1,065 388 383 30 75 67 142 1,149 373 759 17 
CRIMINAL 1,964 453 3 212 60 114 5 33 238 139 98 1 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 343 153 . 67 25 4 31 7 86 21 65 
OTHER US. CIVIL 533 134 2 62 19 33 6 4 70 21 48 1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,015 644 : 229 102 5 4 75 36 7 415 47 366 2 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,639 646 15 358 130 210 13 5 273 128 140 5 
BANKRUPTCY 122 58 1 24 11 13 33 8 25 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 342 79 : 52 41 4 2 5 27 gy 17 1 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 112 88 81 . : 81 7 7 


NOTE TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS JURIS DEFECTS = JURISDICTIONAL DEFECTS CPC = CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE CERT 
APPEALABILITY = CERTIFICATE OF APPEALABILITY. THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE US COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 


* VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL UNDER RULE 42(B), FEDERAL RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE 
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Table B-6. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending, by Circuit, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Filings Terminations | Pending 
| 
Circuit and Nature Percent | Percent | | Percent 
of Proceeding Number of Total Number i of Total | Number | of Total 

ALL CIRCUITS 52,319 100.0 51,194 100.0 39,899 100.0 
CRIMINAL 10,521 20.1 10,466 20.4 10,201 25.6 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 5,183 9.9 4,449 8.7 3,593 9.0 
OTHER USS. CIVIL 3,803 7.3 4,200 8.2 2,856 7.2 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 11,005 21.0 11,019 21.5 6,472 16.2 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 15,423 29.5 15,122 29.5 12,233 30.7 
BANKRUPTCY 1,158 2.2 1,269 2.5 959 2.4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 4,412 8.4 3,944 7.7 3,381 8.5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 814 1.6 725 1.4 204 0.5 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,531 100.0 1,833 100.0 1,523 
CRIMINAL 157 10.3 194 10.6 138 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 98 6.4 113 6.2 74 
OTHER USS. CIVIL 287 18.7 374 20.4 202 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 41 2.7 69 38 33 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 184 12.0 245 13.4 159 
BANKRUPTCY 5 0.3 8 0.4 5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 727 47.5 791 43.2 906 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 32 2.1 39 2.1 6 

FIRST CIRCUIT 1,449 100.0 1,371 100.0 1,031 
CRIMINAL 358 24.7 354 25.8 305 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 136 9.4 89 65 92 
OTHER USS. CIVIL 115 7.9 113 8.2 82 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 133 9.2 127 93 83 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 581 40.1 556 40.6 397 
BANKRUPTCY 3€ 2.5 44 3.2 15 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 78 5.4 78 5.7 47 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 12 0.8 10 0.7 10 

SECOND CIRCUIT 4,816 100.0 4,378 100.0 2,621 
CRIMINAL 850 17.6 784 17.9 634 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 356 7.4 275 6.3 168 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 367 7.6 343 7.8 177 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 771 16.0 756 17.3 364 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1.881 39.1 1,766 40.3 962 
BANKRUPTCY 110 2.3 127 2.9 59 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 376 7.8 257 5.9 211 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 105 2.2 70 1.6 46 
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Table B-6. (Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Circuit and Nature Percent Percent | Percent 
of Proceeding Number of Total Number of Total Number | of Total 

THIRD CIRCUIT 3,458 100.0 3,479 100.0 2,151 100.0 
CRIMINAL 578 16.7 598 17.2 467 21.7 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 380 11.0 355 10.2 211 9.8 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 219 6.3 208 6.0 140 6.5 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 622 18.0 738 21.2 282 13.1 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,330 38.5 1,272 36.6 857 39.8 
BANKRUPTCY 111 3.2 100 2.9 76 3.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 155 4.5 152 4.4 107 5.0 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 63 1.8 56 1.6 11 0.5 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 4,754 100.0 4,629 100.0 3,448 100.0 
CRIMINAL 1,030 21.7 939 20.3 1,091 31.6 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 736 15.5 629 13.6 450 13.1 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 312 6.6 333 7.2 235 6.8 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,130 23.8 1,220 26.4 497 14.4 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,123 23.6 1,115 24.1 876 25.4 
BANKRUPTCY 81 1.7 106 2.3 71 2.1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 316 6.6 266 5.7 220 6.4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 26 0.5 21 0.5 8 0.2 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 7,573 100.0 7,301 100.0 5,089 100.0 
CRIMINAL 1,561 20.6 1,605 22.0 1,244 24.4 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 701 9.3 544 7.5 457 9.0 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 375 5.0 406 5.6 242 48 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 2,530 33.4 2,338 32.0 1,327 26.1 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,693 22.4 1,744 23.9 1,494 29.4 
BANKRUPTCY 179 2.4 186 2.5 116 2.3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 437 5.8 385 5.3 196 3.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 97 1.3 93 1.3 13 0.3 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 4,622 100.0 4,626 100.0 3,731 100.0 
CRIMINAL 854 18.5 796 17.2 895 24.0 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 455 9.8 434 9.4 306 8.2 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 320 6.9 344 7.4 261 7.0 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,092 23.6 1,117 24.1 670 18.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,520 32.9 1,560 33.7 1,307 35.0 
BANKRUPTCY 87 1.9 94 2.0 73 2.0 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 246 5.3 240 5.2 207 5.5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 48 1.0 41 0.9 12 0.3 
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Table B-6. (Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Circuit and Nature Percent | Percent Percent 
of Proceeding Number of Total Number of Total Numoer of Total 

SEVENTH CIRCU!) 3,350 100.0 3,311 100.0 2,335 100.0 
CRIMINAL 579 17.3 621 18.8 471 20 2 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 462 13.8 443 13.4 280 12.0 
OTHER US. CIVIL 189 5.6 198 6.0 111 48 
PRivY PRISONER PETITIONS 727 21.7 804 243 505 21.6 
OTHEH PRIVATE CIVIL 1,119 33.4 976 29.5 771 33.0 
BANKRUPTCY 56 1.7 62 19 48 2.1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 188 5.6 174 5.3 145 6.2 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 30 0.9 33 1.0 4 0.2 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 3,335 100.0 3,215 100.0 2,027 100.0 
CRIMINAL 629 18.9 648 20.2 410 20.2 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 404 12.1 324 10.1 216 10.7 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 263 7.9 293 9.1 181 8.9 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 788 23.6 733 22.8 394 19.4 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,036 31.1 978 30.4 701 34.6 
BANKRUPTCY 51 1.5 74 2.3 41 2.0 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 129 3.9 131 41 82 4.0 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 35 1.0 34 1.1 2 0.1 

NINTH CIRCUIT 8,692 100.0 8,515 100.0 7,622 100.0 
CRIMINAL 1,633 18.8 1,593 18.7 1,642 21.5 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 568 6.5 564 6.6 446 5.9 
OTHER US. CIVIL 737 8.5 772 9.1 704 9.2 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,583 18.2 1,625 19.1 1,046 13.7 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,416 27.8 2,476 29.1 2,396 31.4 
BANKRUPTCY 293 3.4 292 3.4 301 3.9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 1,300 15.0 1,025 12.0 1,059 13.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 162 1.9 168 2.0 28 04 

TENTH CIRCUIT 2,629 100.0 2,466 100.0 2,086 100.0 
CRIMINAL 538 20.5 370 15.0 520 24.9 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 313 11.9 336 13.6 198 95 
OTHER US. CIVIL 277 10.5 283 11.5 224 10.7 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 469 17.8 477 19.3 317 15.2 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 832 31.6 795 32.2 711 34.1 
BANKPUPTCY 39 1.5 54 2.2 40 1.9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 115 4.4 103 4.2 70 3.4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 46 1.7 48 1.9 6 0.3 
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Table B-6. (Continued) 


Filings Terminations | Pending 

Circuit and Nature Percent Percent | Percent 

of Proceeding Number of Total | Number | of Total Number of Total 
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 6,110 100.0 6,070 100.0 6,235 100.0 
CRIMINAL 1,754 28.7 1,964 32.4 2,384 38.2 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 574 9.4 343 5.7 695 11.1 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 342 5.6 533 8.8 297 48 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,119 18.3 1,015 16.7 954 15.3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,708 28.0 1,639 27.0 1,602 25.7 
BANKRUPTCY 110 1.8 122 2.0 114 1.8 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 345 5.6 342 5.6 131 2.1 


ORIGINAL PROCCEDINGS 158 2.6 112 1.8 58 0.9 


NOTE TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED. REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U S COURT OF APPEALS FOR 
THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
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Table B-7. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Nature of Suit or Offense in Cases Arising From the U.S. District Courts, by Circuit, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


| 7 Circuit 
Nature of 
Suit or Offense Total D.C. First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 
TOTAL CASES 45,935 767 1,323 4,225 3,129 4,331 6,860 4,241 3,076 3,120 6,937 2,429 5,497 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES 10,521 157 358 650 578 1,030 1,561 854 579 629 1,633 538 1,754 
TOTAL CIVIL CASES 35,414 610 965 3,375 2,551 3,301 5,299 3,387 2,497 2,491 5,304 1,891 3,743 
U.S. CASES 
6 TOTAL 8,986 385 251 723 599 1,048 1,076 775 651 667 1,305 590 916 
U.S. PLAINTIFF 557 3 16 68 34 31 79 47 28 61 88 48 54 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 12 2 1 3 A 2 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 43 3 6 3 4 5 2 1 2 4 j 6 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 4 , 1 3 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY 33 2 6 7 1 2 6 2 4 4 
TORT ACTIONS a) 1 1 2 1 3 1 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT 37 1 3 1 4 1 6 5 3 4 4 5 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 34 4 2 6 2 2 y 3 5 1 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY 98 2 13 2 # q 7 g 18 10 13 
FAIR LABOR STAND ACT 7 1 1 1 1 2 1 
OTHER LABOR 16 2 4 1 1 2 3 y 1 
SECUR , COMMOD , & EXCHG 22 1 11 1 2 1 1 2 3 
TAX SUITS 56 2 6 2 1 6 4 ; 16 10 7 
ALL OTHER 186 3 2 15 20 11 34 21 5 25 28 10 12 
U.S. DEFENDANT 6,429 382 235 655 565 1,017 997 728 623 606 1,217 542 862 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 90 ) 6 10 7 10 10 3 2 16 6 11 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 64 4 4 2 5 5 12 } 1 6 12 5 5 
TORT ACTIONS 350 2 22 40 19 33 34 28 ¢ 16 97 10 31 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT 453 44 i) 32 28 50 49 39 13 21 57 2é 66 


OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 445 36 13 40 31 60 21 41 28 10 81 28 6 
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Table B-7. (Continued) 
Circuit 
Nature of 
Suit or Offense Total D.C. First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 
U.S. DEFENDANT (Continued) - 
PRISONER PETITIONS. 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SEN 3,870 40 106 299 263 506 547 400 316 333 426 185 449 
HABEAS CORPUS 491 7 18 20 64 2 82 25 58 35 78 39 63 
HABEAS CORPUS—DEATH 1 . . . . . . . 1 . . 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 434 45 10 18 50 24 67 28 21 26 39 65 41 
PRISON CONDITION' 85 . . : 2 32 . . 36 . 1 1 13 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 302 4 19 1 172 2 31 9 24 23 8 
LABOR SUITS 58 3 2 10 6 3 6 3 9 4 6 2 4 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS 699 2 17 76 33 48 72 76 26 62 116 102 69 
TAX SUITS 248 2 5 23 17 17 20 26 14 22 73 16 13 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 138 14 4 7 8 10 10 2 10 9 50 9 5 
FREEDOM OF INFOR ACT 106 59 3 2 3 6 4 5 6 2 1 1 4 
ALL OTHER 595 99 20 61 25 42 58 40 23 28 130 25 44 
6 PRIVATE CASES 
TOTAL 26,428 225 714 2,652 1,952 2,253 4,223 2,612 1,846 1,824 3,999 1,301 2,827 
FEDERAL QUESTION 22,630 174 544 2,183 1,549 1,927 3,753 2,196 1,692 1,597 3,511 1,063 2,441 
MARINE CONTRACT 127 . y 19 6 10 26 2 . . 25 . 30 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 426 8 21 47 22 23 51 18 22 18 114 34 48 
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 55 . 2 7 18 3 2 5 3 6 2 6 1 
MARINE INJURY 133 . g 9 4 3 58 2 7 4 29 . 8 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS 499 4 13 55 41 25 57 37 83 23 95 22 44 
ANTITRUST 166 2 7 19 25 13 18 18 5 7 18 6 28 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 3,091 50 79 284 167 270 398 271 295 245 324 193 515 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 3,832 32 138 486 390 248 338 418 288 301 598 184 411 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS 4,309 4 67 377 256 386 800 437 339 326 671 239 407 
HABEAS CORPUS—DEATH 166 . . . 8 33 32 6 7 27 37 . 16 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 5,358 35 63 390 344 264 1,660 622 130 405 846 224 375 
PRISON CONDITION' 1,103 2 . 1 13 439 30 22 247 21 15 . 313 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 68 . 3 3 . 8 8 5 4 9 14 6 8 
LABOR MGMT RELAT ACT. 231 3 7 33 24 10 1 37 12 15 64 8 7 
OTHER LABOR 929 10 36 108 59 73 89 105 86 63 169 50 81 
CPYRGHT, PATENT, & TROMRK 450 § 13 104 23 26 30 37 28 17 112 14 4) 
SECUR., COMMOD., & EXCHG 200 4 46 18 7 11 7 22 12 41 12 15 
CONST OF STATE STATS 133 3 18 13 6 7 6 13 8 12 29 7 11 
ALL OTHER 1,354 16 50 182 125 79 128 134 106 86 308 58 82 


Table B-7. (Continued) 
er ; _ i Circuit OO / : ; 
* eee . 
| | | 
Nature of 
Suit or Offense Total D.C. First Second Third Fourth Fifth | Sixth | Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 

PRIVATE CASES (Continued) 

DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 3,776 51 170 469 381 326 470 416 
INSURANCE 824 10 33 69 88 56 114 57 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 1,435 18 62 216 145 129 135 130 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 100 1 6 15 7 16 12 6 
PERSONAL INJURY/PROD 

LIABILITY 425 4 15 45 45 32 46 119 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 709 13 45 92 54 72 128 87 
PERS. PROP DAMAGE 245 5 » 22 40 19 32 15 
ALL OTHER 38 : 2 10 2 2 3 2 

GENERAL LOCAL JURISDICTION 22 . . . 22 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 7 7 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 6 6 

eo TORT ACTIONS 4 4 
PRISONER PETITIONS 1 1 
ALL OTHER 4 4 

CRIMINAL CASES 

TOTAL 10,521 157 358 850 578 1,030 1,561 854 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

HOMICIDE, TOTAL 140 6 1 13 3 10 15 g 
MURDER, FIRST DEGREE 124 6 1 rf 3 9 15 
OTHER HOMICIDE 16 ' ' 2 ' ’ 

ROBBERY, TOTAL 299 2 2 15 10 21 23 25 
BANK 287 2 2 14 10 20 23 23 
OTHER ROBBERY 12 ; 1 : { 2 
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Table B-7. (Continued) 
Circuit 
| 
Nature of 
Suit or Offense Total D.C. First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 
GENERAL OFFENSES (Continued) 
ASSAULT 89 3 3 4 5 9 20 1 2 . 16 11 11 
BURGLARY 6 . : . 2 . . 1 2 . 1 - : 
LARCENY ANDTHEFT,TOTAL 275 9 1§ 12 16 44 37 22 22 14 38 6 40 
INTERS TATE COMMERCE 57 3 1 4 2 4 1 8 9 4 8 . 13 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. OF 
STOLEN PROPERTY 99 1 8 4 6 23 14 9 8 5 12 1 8 
POSTAL 43 1 4 2 5 4 1 3 2 1 9 2 9 
OTHER LARCENY AND THEFT 76 4 2 2 3 13 21 2 3 4 9 3 10 
EMBEZZLEMENT 107 : 1 14 8 7 11 9 6 15 18 2 16 
FRAUD, TOTAL 1,419 16 46 172 107 159 183 127 82 55 233 54 185 
INCOME TAX 142 1 1 31 16 13 10 1§ 1 6 22 1 15 
POSTAL AND INTERSTATE 
WIRE, RADIO, ETC 368 2 1 39 36 50 42 24 19 13 73 19 39 
LENDING AND CREDIT 270 6 12 33 21 21 51 26 8 10 54 20 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATMNTS 118 2 1 8 7 20 18 11 5 5 19 2 20 
OTHER FRAUD 521 5 21 61 27 55 61 51 39 21 65 24 91 
7 ~ > THEFT 76 1 6 6 10 . 4 8 . 3 1 2 21 
~ORGERY AND 
COUNTERFEITING 143 3 3 9 6 11 26 17 6 8 25 3 26 
SEX OFFENSES 153 . 2 8 5 9 22 1 8 30 23 20 15 
DRUGS 4,750 58 150 316 226 463 824 403 237 284 579 227 983 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES 
TOTAL 1,788 31 76 172 119 203 200 150 103 128 263 111 232 
BRIBERY 42 1 3 5 ‘ 2 1 5 6 1 8 6 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, 
AND THREATS 218 ° 8 35 17 29 23 18 g 17 21 16 25 
GAMBLING, LOTTERY 11 . 1 ‘ ‘ : 5 1 ; , ; 4 
KIDNAPPING 52 2 2 1 2 3 7 4 2 1 9 3 6 


FIREARMS, WEAPONS 1,135 27 54 62 67 127 127 103 69 88 165 75 171 
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Table B-7. (Continued) 


Circuit 7 
Nature of 
Suit or Offense Total D.C. First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 

MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES (CONTINUED) 

ESCAPE 85 ° ° 4 8 13 12 8 6 4 16 4 10 

PERJURY 35 . . 5 1 7 6 3 2 1 7 . 3 

DRUNK DRIVING/TRAFFIC 27 . ; ; 1 10 2 . . ; 10 2 2 

OTHER MISCELLANEOUS 

GENERAL OFFENSES 183 1 8 50 19 12 17 8 9 16 27 7 9 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 417 2 15 28 12 7 109 2 6 "1 158 26 41 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 859 26 38 81 49 78 82 69 81 51 139 36 129 

AGRICULTURAL ACTS 22 ; 1 1 1 1 3 1 2 8 4 

ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 4 2 2 

NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 13 1 2 3 3 1 

CIVIL RIGHTS 28 ° 2 1 5 3 2 2 3 4 2 

WITNESS INTIMIDATION 60 3 1 7 12 11 3 1 11 1 6 

EXPLOSIVES/NONVESSEL 83 4 13 10 5 8 10 14 1 12 

OTHER 649 25 26 69 37 49 51 49 68 38 103 26 108 


NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE US COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
COLLECTION OF DATA FOR THIS CATEGORY BEGAN ON JANUARY 1. 1997, THEREFORE, THIS TABLE REPORTS DATA FOR THIS CATEGORY FOR NINE MONTHS 
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Table B-8. 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit—Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Terminations 
Pending Percent Pending 
Source of Appeals Oct. 1, 1996 Filed Total By Judges Other Reversed Sept. 30, 1997 

Total' 850 1,458 1,410 1,036 374 17 898 

Board of Contract Appeals 73 71 79 62 17 18 65 

Court of International Trade 50 83 60 51 4 0 73 

Court of Veterans Appeals 39 RA 86 65 21 0 37 

Department of Veterans’ Affairs 3 J 5 2 3 0 1 

U.S. Claims Court 118 151 140 120 20 23 129 

U.S. District Courts 295 395 397 308 89 27 293 

international Trade Commission 8 7 7 7 0 0 8 

Merit Systems Protection Board 193 544 491 307 184 8 246 

Patent and Trademark Office 59 72 92 66 26 0 39 

Senate Select Committee on Ethics 1 3 2 2 0 0 2 

Writs? 11 41 48 43 5 Q 4 — 
NO APPEALS WERE MADE FROM DECISIONS OF THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE. THE GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE OR THE OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT 
THIS CATEGORY INCLUDES WRITS OF MANDAMUS, OTHER EXTRAORDINARY WRITS. PETITIONS FOR PERMISSION TO APPEAL. AND DISCRETIONARY PETITIONS FOR REVIEW 


Af3 


tae 


Table B-9. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals Pro Se Appeals Commenced and Terminated, by Circuit, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Total Cases Pro Se Total Cases Pro Se 
Circuit and Nature of Proceeding Commenced at Filing Terminated at Termination 
ALL CIRCUITS 52,319 21,747 51,194 20,850 
CRIMINAL 10,521 1,034 10,466 1,182 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 5,183 4,316 4,449 3,676 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 3,803 1,361 4,200 1,403 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 11,005 9,909 11,019 9,792 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 15,423 3,585 15,122 3,433 
BANKRUPTCY 1,158 323 1,269 352 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 4,412 808 3,944 686 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 814 411 725 326 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,531 325 1,833 448 
CRIMINAL 157 4 194 a) 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 98 72 113 95 
OTHER US. CIVIL 287 118 374 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 41 34 69 
a] OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 184 54 245 
BANKRUPTCY 5 5 8 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 727 29 791 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 32 4 39 
FIRST CIRCUIT 1,449 382 1,371 
CRIMINAL 358 24 354 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 136 92 89 
OTHER US. CIVIL 115 34 113 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 133 93 127 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 581 112 556 
BANKRUPTCY 36 8 44 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 78 17 78 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 12 2 10 
SECOND CIRCUIT 4,616 1,693 4,378 
CRIMINAL 850 46 784 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 356 269 275 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 367 158 343 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 771 640 756 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,881 448 1,766 
BANKRUPTCY 110 23 127 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 376 43 257 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 105 66 70 
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Table B-9. (Continued) 

Total Cases Pro Se Total Cases Pro Se 
Circuit and Nature of Proceeding Commenced at Filing Terminated at Termination 

THIRD CIRCUIT 3,458 1,370 3,479 1,453 
CRIMINAL 578 85 598 85 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 380 311 355 297 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 219 73 208 72 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 622 559 738 668 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,330 311 1,272 300 
BANKRUPTCY 111 23 100 27 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 155 8 152 4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 63 . 56 ; 
FOURTH CIRCUIT 4,754 2,277 4,629 2,283 
CRIMINAL 1,030 16 939 20 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 736 658 629 553 
OTHER USS. CIVIL 312 143 333 127 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,130 1,042 1,220 1,140 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,123 325 1,115 344 
BANKRUPTCY 81 28 106 31 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 316 55 266 61 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 26 10 21 7 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 7,573 3,893 7,301 3,610 
CRIMINAL 1.561 277 1,605 327 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 701 613 544 469 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 375 92 406 108 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 2,530 2,412 2,338 2,238 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,693 295 1,744 282 
BANKRUPTCY 179 44 186 40 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 437 71 385 60 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 97 89 93 86 
SIXTH CIRCUIT 4,622 2,000 4,626 2,028 
CRIMINAL 854 98 796 94 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 455 382 434 361 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 320 123 344 110 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,092 977 1,117 1,006 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,520 340 1,560 366 
BANKRUPTCY 87 1 94 21 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 246 48 240 52 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 48 21 41 18 


Table B-9. (Continued) 
Total Cases Pro Se Total Cases Pro Se 
Circuit and Nature of Proceeding Commenced at Filing Terminated at Termination 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 3,350 1,447 3,311 1,524 
CRIMINAL 579 24 621 86 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 462 406 443 386 
OTHER !'© SIVIL 189 76 198 81 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 727 664 804 718 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,119 231 976 207 
BANKRUPTCY 56 12 62 17 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 188 22 174 17 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 30 12 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 3,335 1,485 
CRIMINAL 629 34 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 404 342 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 263 93 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 788 702 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,036 275 
BANKRUPTCY 51 16 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 129 13 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 35 10 
NINTH CIRCUIT 8,692 3,424 
CRIMINAL 1,633 172 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 568 405 
OTHER US. CIVIL 737 258 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,583 1,339 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,416 675 
BANKRUPTCY 293 107 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 1,300 408 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 162 60 
TENTH CIRCUIT 2,629 976 
CRIMINAL 538 29 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 313 270 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 277 63 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 469 407 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 832 135 
BANKRUPTCY 39 10 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 115 29 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 46 33 


Table B-9. (Continued) 


~ Total cnet | ta Total Cases Pro Se 


Circuit and Nature of Proceeding 


Commenced at Filing Terminated at Termination 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 6,110 2,475 6,070 2,109 

CRIMINAL 1,754 225 1,964 216 

U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 574 496 343 285 

OTHER U.S. CIVIL 342 130 533 144 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,119 1,040 1,015 930 

OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,708 384 1,639 359 

BANKRUPTCY 110 36 122 48 

ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 345 65 342 77 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 158 99 112 50 


NOTE THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U S COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 


Table C. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1996 and 1997 


Filings Terminations Pending» ee 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit 1996 1997 Change 1996 1997 Change 1996' 1997 Change 
TOTAL 269,132 272,027 11 250,387 249,641 0.3 250,934 273,320 8.9 
Dc 2,950 3,003 1.8 2,634 2,784 5.7 2,664 2,883 8.2 
1ST 7,088 7,694 8.5 7,684 7,295 5.1 7,311 7,710 5.5 
ME 731 750 2.6 719 712 1.0 404 442 9.4 
MA 3,326 3,542 6.5 3,633 3,454 49 3,467 3,555 2.5 
NH 699 655 6.3 690 679 1.6 670 646 3.6 
Ri 722 767 6.2 770 681 11.6 543 629 15.8 
PR 1,610 1,980 23.0 1,872 1,769 -5.5 2,227 2,438 9.5 
2ND 23,801 24,480 2.9 24,409 23,230 -4.8 29,351 30,601 4.3 
CT 2,820 2,861 1.5 2,810 2,877 2.4 3,989 3,973 -0.4 
NY,N 2,102 1,910 -9.1 1,939 1,969 1.5 3,062 3,003 -1.9 
NY,E 6,356 7,397 16.4 5,995 6,183 3.1 7,872 9,086 15.4 
NY,S 10,542 10,271 -2.6 11,572 10,231 11.6 11,783 11,823 0.3 
NY,W 1,546 1,595 3.2 1,652 1,529 7.5 2,212 2,278 3.0 
VT 435 446 2.5 441 441 0.0 433 438 1.2 
3Ru 22,279 22,402 0.6 21,885 20,762 5.1 17,463 19,103 9.4 
DE 790 774 -2.0 817 703 -14.0 706 777 10.1 
NJ 6,398 6,514 1.8 6,693 6,521 -2.6 5,755 5,748 0.1 
PAE 9,126 9,400 3.0 8,631 8,083 6.4 5.844 7,161 22.5 
PA.M 2,387 2,040 -14.5 2,456 2,079 -15.4 1,622 1,583 2.4 
PA.W 3,173 9,240 2.1 2,989 2,964 -0.8 2,748 3,024 10.0 
Vi 405 434 7.2 299 412 37.8 788 810 2.8 
4TH 20,189 20,784 2.9 20,920 20,869 0.3 14,819 14,734 -0.6 
MD 4,393 4,443 1.1 4,376 4,307 1.6 3,248 3,384 42 
NC,E 1,537 1,549 0.8 1,609 1,501 -6.7 932 980 5.2 
NC,M 1,067 1,274 19.4 1,090 1,088 -0.2 749 935 24.8 
NC,W 1,053 1,234 17.2 1,085 1,091 0.6 940 1,083 15.2 
SC 3,908 4,045 3.5 4,392 3,905 “11.1 3,166 3,306 44 
VA.E 4,273 4,405 3.1 4,274 4,283 0.2 2,023 2,145 6.0 
VA,W 2,112 1,851 “12.4 2,161 1,826 -15.5 1,382 1,407 1.8 
WV,N 652 710 8.9 647 789 21.9 613 534 -12.9 
WV,S 1,194 1,273 6.6 1,286 2,079 61.7 1,766 960 -45.6 
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Table C, (Continued) 
| Filings | Terminations | Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit 1996 1997 Change 1996 1997 Change 1996 1997 Change 

STH 38,064 34,032 7.9 36,326 41,160 142 36,630 39,502 76 
LAT 4 060 ius in 4 Jv 1740 114 y uel 10/77 54 
LAM ) oan 1 266 AiG Pal 1660 iy 10 GAS 10. 582 17 
LAW » oft 2 OO 97? Joa ¢ Wal Ho 2,647 ¢ 40) Oo 
MSN 1271 1181 74 1.661 1716 22 1165 1118 10 
MSS 2.499 ?43) 04 2,410 2,490 0” 2,020 2,140 5.0 
TKN 6,086 4750 57 706 4901 i4 4.490 4 168 iA 
THE 4.104 6.185 47a i497 1044 179 1780 6.048 soa 
TxX.5 6.051 7 009 O48 17,126 6.04? 40 7? 6,787 7264 154 
TW 1401 ia7a 61 1237 14008 HA 7404 27,674 2 

6TH 20,177 40,368 64 26,709 26,569 7.0 22,612 34,431 62.3 
KY I 2.088 2.3135 108 2.064 1,683 ha 1,708 2,138 252 
KY W 1.544 1.645 59 1.665 1.526 a 1 365 1474 80 
Mit 5 RO6 16,500 aig 5.678 5,609 12 4.471 16.212 252 0 
Mi Ww 1413 1871 1? 1,704 1731 35 1,912 1,452 107 
OWN 9.107 0,585 4? 7 668 9.023 294 6,128 5,790 845 
OWS 4.076 3.197 20 2,556 2,712 61 3,281 3,706 1390 
TNE 2.276 2.193 17 2,006 1048 29 1,923 7,168 127 
™\M 1632 1.650 11 1669 1640 17 1447 1,957 07 
TN W 1 685 1,504 108 1,609 1,597 08 1,227 1,134 76 

7TH 16,063 10,667 36 17,860 16,014 5.9 16,277 16,020 49 
1L.N 8701 9.580 10 1 7 O92 8.930 17 7,050 7,700 92 
a 1 385 1 408 17 1 369 1,393 18 1,221 1.236 12 
LS 1 469 1511 29 1426 1,529 72 1209 1,261 14 
IN.N 2.169 1 BA? 140 1 967 1918 25 1,897 1861 19 
INS 2,663 2,988 122 2.564 2,850 103 2,362 2,500 58 
WILE 1.407 1.409 65 1463 1438 17 1138 1,109 26 
wiw 1.069 a79 178 1.059 AS6 19? 410 333 ? 

6TH 16,470 16,212 “16 16,983 16,247 17 14,155 14,120 0.3 
ARE 2.613 2,505 41 2 996 2.429 14 2.233 2,309 34 
AR W 1.083 1 088 05 1,004 g41 63 632 779 233 
\A.N 968 726 2486 975 781 99 722 669 74 
iAS 1,203 1,164 13 1215 1,190 21 1,063 1,037 25 
MN 2.610 2,890 10.7 2.358 3,093 312 2,557 2,354 79 
MOE 3,084 2.929 50 3,130 3,106 08 3,069 2,892 58 
MO W 2.730 3,008 102 2.631 2.728 36 2,205 2,485 127 
NE 1.263 1.105 125 1,215 1,174 34 962 893 72 
ND 329 332 09 343 336 2.1 285 261 14 
$0 5867 463 211 516 469 91 427 421 14 
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Table C. (Continued) 


Circuit 


OTN 
AK 
Ag 
CA.N 
CAL 
CAL 
CAS 
AL 
ID 
MI 
NV 
OR 
WA. 
WA. W 
GUAM 
NMI 


10TH 

CO 

KS 

NM 

OK.N 

OK 

OK W 

UT 

wy 


11TH 
AL.N 
AL.M 
ALS 
FL.N 
FL.M 
FL.S 
GA.N 
GA.M 
GAS 


1996 


30,608 
605 
ony 
5844 
1479 
10.499 
1408 
1.4117 
614 


756 


12,621 
4157 
2,012 
1,838 
1238 
691 
2,310 
1,143 
432 


36,502 


12,228 


1.929 


1.978 
5.975 
6,293 
4 184 
1,396 


1,245 


Filings 


1997 


36,034 


a 
— 


11.029 
» 650 
1840 
627 
680 
2,461 
399 
658 


2,922 


12,533 
2,921 
2,032 


1 B22 


1,256 
765 
2,174 
1,171 
392 


31,908 
4,978 
1.871 
1.251 
1621 
7.125 
7,361 
4.877 
1,576 
1,248 


Percent 
Change 


a? 


18 
181 
192 
17.0 
166 
129 

02 


1)74 
10 414 


¢ 400 


12,548 
4,021 
2,041 
1,784 
1,337 
583 
2,279 
1,147 
156 


26,005 
4.13) 
1721 
1.197 
1,737 
5 481 
5,257 
3,980 
1,193 
1,308 


Terminations 


1997 


36,663 


12,941 
1,068 
2,033 
1,980 
1,155 
751 
2,186 
14335 


433 


30,207 
6.044 
1834 
1214 
1 681 
6,397 
6,287 
4,243 
1274 
1,234 


Percent 
Change 


2.0 
249 
10% 


Ha 


Wi 


1996' 


33,164 
0670 
‘HHA 
5 240 
1HO/ 
’ 1 
7,408 
Wo? 
604 
120 
1478 
1,499 
650 
é.Vle 
Ha 
40 


11,513 
2,912 
1,744 
1,801 
1,007 

501 
1.458 
1.616 

474 


45,975 
24.168 


47,676 
23.102 
1471 
1134 
1.678 
6,485 
6.646 
4.063 
2,086 
1011 


Percent 
Change 


> ~ 


250 


Bu 
100 


NOTE PENDING CASES EXCLUDE ASBES 
‘REVISED 


1S CASES TRANSFERRED TO PA.E UNDER ORDER 875 OF THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION 


Table C-1., 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Circuit and District 


TOTAL 


DC 


1ST 
Mt 
MA 
Ni 
AL 
ik 


2ND 
Cl 
NY.N 
NYE 
NYS 
NY .W 
VT 


3RD 
DE 
NJ 
PAE 
PAM 
PAW 
Vi 


4TH 

MD 
NCE 
NC.M 
NCW 
SC 

VAE 
VA.W 
WV.N 
wWV.S 


Pending =| 
ept. 30,1996 Commenced | Terminated |Sept. 30, 1997 | Sept. 30, 1996 | 


250,034 


2,664 


73 
404 
3,467 
670 
543 


;oo07 
eee 


29,351 
1,989 
3.062 
7 872 

11,783 
2,21? 


433 


17,463 
706 

5 755 
5 844 
1,622 
2,748 
788 


14,819 
3,248 
932 
749 
940 

3, 166 
2,023 
1,382 
613 
1,766 


272,027 


3,003 


7,604 
750 
1542 
655 
767 
1, 980 


24,480 
2,861 
1,910 
7,397 

10,271 
1.595 


446 


22,402 
174 
6,514 
9,400 
2,040 
3,240 
434 


20,784 
4,443 
1,549 
1,27 
1,234 
4,045 
4,405 
1,851 

710 
1,273 


Total Civil Cases 


249,641 


2,764 


7,205 
712 
1454 
679 
681 
1,769 


23,230 
2,877 
1,969 
6 183 

10,231 
1.529 


44) 


20,762 
703 
6,521 
8.083 
2,079 
2,964 
412 


20,869 
4,307 
1,501 
1,088 
1,091 
3,905 
4,283 
1,826 

789 
2,079 


Pending 


273,320 


7,710 
442 
4.555 
646 
629 
2.438 


30,601 
3,973 
3,003 
9,086 

11,823 
2.278 

438 


Pending 


36,495 


1,467 


1,262 
87 
587 
78 


3,926 
457 
400 

1428 

1 188 
357 


96 


2,454 
86 
1.019 
519 
304 
432 
94 


3,371 
635 
239 
271 
285 
832 
275 
358 
195 
281 


U.S. Civil Cases 


60,004 


1,697 


2,178 
181 
899 
150 
158 


790 


4,872 
536 
330 
2,037 
1414 


128 


3,974 
120 

1 309 
1,033 
577 
855 
80 


5,805 
898 
572 
574 
404 

1,193 
744 
613 
225 
582 


Commenced Terminated S 


50,691 


1,422 


1,620 
195 
754 
128 
123 


620 


3,983 
432 
146 
1,500 
1218 
365 


Pending 
opt. 30, 1997 | Sept. 30, 1996 | Commenced | Terminated | Sept. 30, 1997 


47,006 


1,632 


1,610 
"3 
732 
100 
115 
590 


4,615 
561 
394 

1,965 

1 384 
419 


Pending 


212,439 


1,207 


6,059 
417 
2, 880 
692 
464 
1807 


25,425 
3,532 
2.662 
6.444 

10,595 
1,855 

337 


15,009 
620 
4.736 
5,325 
1.318 
2,316 
694 


11,448 
2,613 
693 
478 
655 
2,334 
1,748 
1,024 
418 
1,485 


Private Civil Cases 


212,023 


1,406 


5,516 
569 
2.643 
505 
604 


1.190 


19,608 
2.325 
1 SRO 
5 460 
8.857 
1.168 

418 


18,428 
654 

5 205 

8 367 

1.463 

2,385 

354 


14,979 
3,545 
977 
700 
830 
2,852 
3,661 
1,238 
485 
691 


199,060 


1,362 


6,475 
1 7 


2 700 


15,883 
3,562 
1,001 

623 
741 
2,779 
3,618 
1,377 
§42 
1,640 


Pending 


226,412 


1,261 


6,100 
369 
2823 
546 
614 


1 848 


25,786 
34%2 
2,609 
7,121 

10,439 
1859 

346 


Sh a SS SS SS SS I ESS SS A SS a NS 


Pending 
Terminated | Sept. 30, 1997 


Table C-1. (Continued) 
Total Civil Cases 

Circultand District = | Sept. 30, 1996 | Commenced 

5TH 36,630 34,032 31,160 
LAE 2,921 3,895 3,739 
LA.M 10,085 1,256 1,659 
LA.W 2,642 2,660 2,641 
MS.N 1,163 1,181 1,216 
MS,S 2,029 2,431 2,330 
TX,N 4,330 5,739 5,901 
TX.E 3,789 6,183 3,934 
TS 6,287 7,009 6,042 
TX.W 2,494 3,678 3,498 

6TH 22,612 40,368 26,569 
KY.E 1,708 2,313 1,883 
KYW 1,365 1,635 1,526 
MLE 4,321 16,500 5,609 
Mi,.w 1,312 1,871 1,731 
OH.N 6,128 9,585 9,923 
On,.S 3,281 3,137 2,712 
TN.E 1,923 2,193 1,948 
™N.M 1,347 1,650 1,640 
TN.W 1,227 1,504 1,597 

7TH 15,277 19,657 16,914 
1L.N 7,050 9,580 8,930 
L.C 1,221 1.408 1,393 
Ss 1,299 1,511 1,529 
N,N 1,897 1,882 1,918 
IN.S 2,362 2,988 2,850 
WILE 1,138 1,409 1,438 
Wwiw 310 879 856 

8TH 14,155 16,212 16,247 
ARE 2,233 2,505 2,429 
AR.W 632 1,088 941 
1A.N 722 728 781 
1A,S 1,063 1,164 1,190 
MN 2,557 2,890 3,093 
MO.E 3,069 2,929 3,106 
MO.W 2,205 3,008 2,728 
NE 962 1,105 1,174 
ND 285 332 336 
1 8) 427 463 469 


oe em ee 


U.S. Civil Cases 


Pending 
| Sept. 30, 1996 | Commenced | Terminated 


wee re ae ee ee 


39,602 
3,077 
10,582 
2,46) 
1,118 
2,130 
4,168 
6,038 
7,254 
2,674 


34,431 
2,138 
1,474 

16,212 
1,452 
5,790 
3,706 
2,168 
1,357 
1,134 


16,020 
7,700 
1,236 
1,281 
1,861 
2,500 
1,109 

333 


14,120 
2,309 
779 
669 
1,037 
2,354 
2,892 
2,485 
893 
281 
421 


3,656 


309 
120 
425 
198 
278 
579 
403 
724 
690 


4,035 


629 
283 
756 
219 
745 
554 
434 
207 
208 


1,949 


610 
194 
252 
218 
420 
197 

58 


501 
120 
148 
207 
433 
444 
565 
156 
121 
127 


5,684 4,767 
561 482 
1$2 132 
629 547 
164 125 
408 328 

1,004 876 
392 372 

1211 949 

1,163 976 

7,717 6,010 

1,254 829 
404 312 

2,634 1,763 
412 323 

1,024 966 
624 589 
662 542 
302 276 
401 410 

3,314 2,874 

1,121 913 
395 346 
364 333 
396 272 
621 546 
323 294 
184 170 

4,766 3,952 
902 592 
401 267 
232 201 
381 335 
735 717 
640 525 
877 725 
302 279 
155 182 
141 159 


Pending 


| Sept. 30, 1997 


4,553 
388 
140 
507 
167 
358 
707 
423 
986 
877 


5,742 
1,054 
375 
1,627 
308 


3,636 
811 
254 
179 
253 
451 
559 
717 
179 
124 
109 


Private Civil Cases 


Pending Pending 
| Sept, 30, 1996) Commenced | Terminated | Sept. 30, 1997 
32,074 26,348 26,373 34,049 
2,612 3,334 3,257 2,689 
10,865 1,104 1,527 10,442 
2,217 2,031 2,294 1,954 
1,025 1,017 1,091 951 
1,751 2,023 2,002 1,772 
3,751 4.735 5,025 3,461 
3,386 5,791 3,562 5.615 
5,563 5,798 5,093 6,268 
1,804 2,515 2,522 1,797 
186,577 32,671 22,559 286,689 
1,079 1,059 1,054 1,084 
1,082 1,231 1,214 1,099 
3,565 13,866 3,846 13,585 
1,093 1,459 1,408 1,144 
5,383 8.561 8,957 4,987 
2,727 2,513 2,123 3,117 
1,489 1,531 1,406 1,614 
1,140 1,348 1,364 1,124 
1,019 1,103 1,187 935 
13,328 16,343 16,040 13,631 
6,440 8.459 8,017 6,882 
1,027 1.013 1,047 993 
1,047 1,147 1,196 998 
1,679 1,576 1,646 1,609 
194e 2,367 2,304 2,005 
941 1 086 1,144 883 
252 695 686 261 
11,333 11,446 12,295 10,484 
1,732 1,603 1,837 1,498 
512 687 674 525 
574 496 580 490 
856 783 855 784 
2,124 2,155 2,376 1,903 
2,625 2,289 2,581 2,333 
1,640 2,131 2,003 1,768 
806 803 895 714 
164 177 184 157 
300 322 310 312 


a 


Table C-1. (Continued) 
| Total Civil Cases U.S. Civil Cases Private Civil Cases 
, — — —— — . on EEE . , 
Pending Pending Pending Pending Pending Pending 

Circuit and District | Sept. 30, 1996 Commenced Terminated Sept. 30, 1997) Sept. 30, 1996 Commenced | Terminated | Sept. 30, 1997| Sept. 30, 1996; Commenced | Terminated) Sept. 30, 1997 

9TH 33,164 38,934 36,663 35,435 6,035 9,066 8,106 6,995 27,129 29,668 28,557 28,440 
AK 670 635 595 710 162 151 149 164 508 484 446 546 
AZ 3,884 3,522 3,383 4,023 546 645 588 603 3,338 2.877 2,795 3,420 
CA.N 5,240 5,900 5,879 5,261 889 1,149 1,081 957 4,351 4,751 4,798 4,304 
CALE 3,867 3,544 3,134 4,277 626 805 640 791 3,241 2,739 2,494 3,486 
CA.C 7,361 11,029 10,027 8,363 1,579 3,292 2,636 2.235 5,782 7,737 7,391 6,128 
CA.S 2,898 2,550 2,677 2,771 536 713 768 481 2,362 1,837 1,909 2,290 
HI 967 1,840 1,297 1,510 140 244 230 154 827 1,596 1,067 1,356 
iD 694 627 583 738 185 147 147 185 509 480 436 553 
MI 920 680 774 826 259 234 272 221 661 446 502 605 
NV 1,878 2.40. 2,103 2,256 207 358 308 257 1,671 2,123 1,795 1,999 
OR 1,899 2,399 2,405 1,893 384 564 559 389 1,515 1,835 1,846 1,504 
WA.E 650 658 786 522 170 192 209 153 480 466 577 369 
WA.W 2,112 2,922 2,872 2,162 328 509 461 376 1,784 2.413 2.411 1,786 
GUAM 84 82 93 73 21 37 37 21 63 45 56 52 

=) NMI 4u 65 55 50 3 26 21 4 37 39 34 42 

10TH 11,513 12,533 12,941 11,105 2,641 3,564 3,315 2,890 8,872 8,969 9,626 8,215 
co 2,912 2,921 3,068 2,765 537 694 629 602 2,375 2,227 2,439 2,163 
KS 1,744 2,032 2,033 1,743 417 592 569 449 1,327 1,440 1,464 1,303 
NM 1,801 1,822 1,980 1,643 459 585 552 492 1,342 1,237 1,428 1,151 
OK,N 1,007 1,256 1,155 1,108 345 451 379 417 662 805 776 691 
OK,.E 501 765 751 515 178 286 265 199 323 479 486 316 
OK,W 1,458 2.174 2,186 1,446 382 613 617 378 1,076 1,561 1,569 1,068 
UT 1,616 1,171 1,335 1,452 272 268 249 291 1,344 903 1,086 1,161 
WY 474 392 433 433 51 75 55 71 423 317 378 362 

11TH 45,975 31,908 30,207 47,676 4,897 7,467 5,772 6,592 41,078 24,441 24,435 41,084 
ALN 24,168 4,978 6,044 23,102 392 512 482 422 23,776 4.466 5,562 22,680 
AL.M 1,433 1,871 1,833 1,471 245 271 236 280 1,188 1,600 1,597 1,191 
AL,S 1,097 1,251 1,214 1,134 206 391 266 331 891 860 948 803 
FL.N 1,738 1,621 1,681 1,678 531 556 518 569 1,207 1,065 1,163 1,109 
FL.M 5,757 7,125 6,397 6.485 1,172 1,637 1,304 i,505 4,585 5,488 5,093 4,980 
FL.S 5,572 7,361 6,287 6.646 1,268 2,385 1,693 1,960 4,304 4,976 4,594 4.686 
GA.N 3,429 4,877 4,243 4,063 518 1,031 692 857 2.911 3,846 3,551 3,206 
GA.M 1,784 1,576 1,274 2.086 342 366 313 395 1,442 1,210 961 1,691 
GA,S 997 1,248 1,234 1,011 223 318 268 273 774 930 966 738 
NOTE. PENDING CASES EXCLUDE ASBESTOS CASES TRANSFERRED TO PA E UNDER ORDER 875 OF THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION 


Table C-2. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, by Basis of Jurisdiction 


and Nature of Suit, During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Nature of Suit 1996 Total 
TOTAL CASES 269,132 272,027 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 35,688 40,836 
INSURANCE 7,914 8,045 
MARINE 2,797 2,587 
MILLER ACT 912 834 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 1,194 1,056 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS, TOTAL 5,139 9,677 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 4,508 9,098 
VETERANS’ OVERPAYMENT 152 115 
OTHER 479 464 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 17,732 18,637 
© REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 6,254 5,473 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 367 334 
FORECLOSURE 4,406 3,764 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT 295 239 
TORTS TOLAND, INCLUDING 
PRODUCT LIABILITY 363 390 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 823 746 
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 59,661 58,289 
PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 55,647 53,940 
PERSONAL INJURY/ 
PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 27.584 32,855 
AIRPLANE 135 161 
MARINE 55 43 
MOTOR VEHICLE 550 537 
ASBESTOS 7,289 7,143 
OTHER 19,555 24,972 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 28,063 21,084 
AIRPLANE 809 740 
MARINE 2,172 2,298 
MOTOR VEHICLE 5,330 5.126 
ASSAULT, LIBEL, AND SLANDER 848 859 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 2,225 1,943 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 1,330 1,368 
OTHER 15,349 8,750 


| 
_|_ Plaintitt 


126 


30 


21 


| Federal 
dt - __| ee 

39,038 156,596 

527 6,379 

87 1.174 

10 2,376 

10 561 

14 54 

124 127 
55 

4 , 

65 127 

282 2,087 

425 614 

19 111 

134 187 

15 48 

47 70 

210 198 

3,198 23,414 

2,949 21,956 

256 16,459 

2 51 

1 17 

14 22 

2 5,556 

237 10,813 

2,693 5,497 

45 228 

60 1,940 

780 158 

86 175 

118 1,825 

584 - 

1,020 1,171 


__ PrivateCases 


| Diversity of 


55,278 
21,652 


6,748 
130 


501 


96 


96 
14,177 


2,049 
14 
1,390 
111 


249 
285 


31,483 
28,939 


16,132 
108 
25 

500 
1,585 
13,914 


12,807 
462 
288 

4,180 
596 


784 
6,497 


EI 


Local 
Jurisdiction ee 


149 


51 


ww 


No Ww 
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Table C-2. (Continued) 


7 


Nature of Suit | 


PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE, TOTAL 
FRAUD, INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 


ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL 
ANTITRUST 


BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 
APPEAL (28 USC 158) 
WITHORAWAL (28 USC 157) 


BANKS AND BANKING 


CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL 
VOTING 
EMPLOYMENT 
HOUSING AND ACCOMMODATIONS 
WELFARE 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 


COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 
DEPORTATION 


PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 
HABEAS CORPUS 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 
CIVIL RIGHTS” 


FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 
DRUG-RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT 
OTHER FORFE! TURE AND PENALTY SUITS 


4,014 
2,299 
1,715 


167,520 


4,565 
3,872 
693 


407 


42,007 
229 
23,152 
932 

83 
17,611 


1,624 


1,131 


150 


68,235 
9,729 
16,429 
862 
41.215 


2,235 
162 
140 
947 

14 


27 
$45 


Total 
4,349 
2,693 
1,656 


167,414 
598 


4,139 
3,475 
664 


280 


43,278 
141 
23,796 
854 

91 
18,396 


502 
958 
149 


62,966 
11,675 
21,858 

798 
28,635 


2,384 
146 
149 

1,131 

24 
20 
914 


Plaintiff 


96 
60 
36 


6,255 


2,143 
67 
140 
1,060 
23 


17 


836 


U.S. Cases 


T 
Defendant 
L 


Federal 
Question 


1,458 
1.050 
408 
126,184 
570 
4,037 
3,395 
642 


212 


Private Cases ' 


Diversity of Local 
Citizenship Jurisdiction 
2,544 2 
1,535 1 
1,009 1 
92 
3 


Table C-2. (Continued) 


1007 


U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Bull 1006 Total Plainutt Detendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 
LABOR LAWS, TOTAL 16,073 16,606 466 166 14,064 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 1,668 1,635 149 26 1.465 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 1,002 1,027 67 24 1896 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING 
AND DISCLOSURE ACT 1a5 182 14 " 160 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT 176 16a u) 4 159 
ERISA" 0,655 10.045 141 27 gary 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 1,597 1,553 ve On 1987 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL 7,026 7,660 16 6 7,596 
COPYRIGHT 2.263 2,258 2.258 
PATENT 1.440 2.112 ‘ u 2,008 
TRADEMARK 2,025 1,189 7) 1,180 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, 
AND EXCHANGES 1,704 1,669 238 13 1,416 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS, TOTAL 0,347 13,605 69 13,616 
HEALTH INSURANCE A vA OH 
BLACK LUNG CASES le 17 17 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 5166 7,583 a9 7.494 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 3,656 5,204 5,204 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 442 703 703 
Rico’"’ 649 640 5 763 72 
STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS 5 "1 "1 
TAX SUITS 2,122 2,272 1,040 1,232 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE 22 16 16 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 463 371 316 53 
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 309 333 7 49 260 17 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 9,555 9,977 1,355 1,527 7,095 
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL 9 16 3 5 5 2 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS 
INSANITY 
PROBATE , 
OTHER y 15 3 5 5 2 


THIS CATEGORY INCLUDES PRISON CONDITION CASES 


** ERISA « EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT 
*** RICO « RACKE TEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS 


Table C-2A. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, by Nature of Suit, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1993 Through 1997 


NATURE OF SUIT 


TOTAL CASES 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 


INSURANCE 

MARINE 

MILLER ACT 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 


RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS 
AND ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS 


DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 
VETERANS’ OVERPAYMENT 
OTHER 


OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 


CONDEMNATION OF LAND 

FORECLOSURE 

RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT 

TORTS TO LAND, INCLUDING PRODUCT LIABILITY 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 


TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 
PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 


PERSONAL INJURY/PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 
AIRPLANE 

MARINE 

MOTOR VEHICLE 

ASBESTOS 

OTHER 


OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 
AIRPLANE 

MARINE 

MOTOR VEHICLE 

ASSAULT, LIBEL, AND SLANDER 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 

OTHER 


1993 


35,146 


7,383 
3,017 

835 
1,905 


4,519 
2,816 
1,306 

397 


17,487 
7,864 


374 
5, 896 
340 
404 
870 


43,259 
39,746 


18,959 
95 

65 

630 
5,683 
12,486 


20,787 
§34 
2,601 
5,370 
712 
2,149 
1.279 
8,142 


1994 
236,301 
31,264 


7,385 
2,708 

086 
1,499 


2,330 
1,313 
653 
364 


16,446 
7,565 


435 
5 572 
303 
4\2 
863 


47,664 
44,306 


22,288 
115 
42 

534 
6,518 
15,079 


22,018 
557 
2,330 
5,087 
783 
2,092 
1,332 
9,837 


1995 


31,162 


7,540 
2,622 

775 
1,536 


1,622 
1,142 
253 
427 


16,687 
6,869 


334 
4972 
310 
401 


852 
53,986 
50,565 


27,547 
155 

53 

566 
6,916 
19.857 


23,018 
683 
2,277 
5,374 
826 
1,903 
1,328 
10,627 


1996 
269,132 


7,914 
2,797 

Vie 
1,194 


5,139 
4,508 
152 


479 
17,732 
6,254 


367 
4 406 
295 
363 
823 


59,661 
55,647 


27,584 
135 

55 

550 
7,289 
19,555 


28,063 
809 
2,172 
5,330 
848 
2,225 
1,330 
15,349 


1997 


272,027 


8,045 
2,587 

834 
1,056 


9,677 
9,098 
115 
464 


18,637 
5,473 


334 
3,764 
239 
390 
746 


58,289 
53,940 


32,856 
161 

43 

537 
7,143 
24,972 


21,084 
740 
2,298 
5,126 
859 
1,943 
1,368 
8,750 


Percent Change 
1997/1996 


1 


Table C-2A. (Continued) 


NATURE OF SUIT 


PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE, TOTAL 
FRAUD, INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 


ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL 
ANTITRUST 


BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 
APPEAL (28USC 158) 
WITHDRAWAL (28U SC 157) 


BANKS AND BANKING 


CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL 
VOTING 
EMPLOYMENT 
HOUSING AND ACCOMMODATIONS 
WELFARE 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 


COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 
DEPORTATION 


PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 
HABEAS CORPUS 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 
CIVIL RIGHTS’ 


FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 
DRUG-RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 


1993 


3,513 
1,756 
1,757 


143,396 


27,655 
213 
12,962 
590 
114 
13,776 


1,641 


1,054 


104 


53,451 
5,379 
13,054 
1,085 
33,933 


4,479 
115 
390 

1,934 

46 
69 
1,925 


1994 


3,358 
1,708 
1,650 


149,768 


5,497 
4,558 
939 


573 


32,622 
224 
15,965 
730 
122 
15,581 


57,940 
4.628 
13,359 
888 
39,065 


3,285 
156 
263 

1,326 

29 
49 
1,462 


1995 


3,421 
1,081 
1,540 


166,209 
781 


5,046 
432 
734 


432 


36,600 
208 
19,059 
735 
116 
16,482 


580 
1,081 
106 


63,550 
5,988 
14.975 
908 
41,679 


2,517 
155 
197 

1,042 

11 
33 
1,079 


AW 


1996 


4,014 
2,299 
1,715 


167,520 


4,565 
3,872 
693 


407 


42,007 
229 
23,152 
932 

83 
17,611 


1,624 


1,131 


150 


68,235 
9,729 
16.429 
862 
41,215 


2,235 
162 
140 
947 

14 
27 
945 


1997 


4,349 
2,693 
1,656 


167,414 


4,139 
3,475 
664 


43,276 
14) 
23,796 
854 

91 
18,396 


502 


149 


62,966 
11,675 
21,858 

798 
28.635 


2,384 
146 
149 

1,131 

24 
20 
914 


Percent Change 
1997/1996 


6.3 
171 
35 


0.1 


13.2 


38 4 


19.4 
714 
259 


Table C-2A. (Continued) 


NATURE OF SUIT 


LABOR LAWS, TOTAL 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 
LABOR MANAGEMEN/ REPORTING 
AND DISCLOSURE ACT 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT 
ERISA" 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 


PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL 


COPYRIGHT 
PATENT 
TRADEMARK 


SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES 


SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS, TOTAL 
HEALTH INSURANCE 
BLACK LUNG CASES 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 
OTHER 


RICO*** 


STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS 


TAX SUITS 


CUSTOMER CHALLENGE 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 


OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS 
INSANITY 
PROBATE 
OTHER 


162 


1994 


15,662 
1,545 
2,142 


153 
163 
10,216 
1,443 


6,902 
2,828 
1,617 
2,457 


1,810 


10,927 
108 

17 
6,641 
3,682 
479 


1995 


14,954 
1,580 
1,984 


161 
172 
9,517 
1,540 


6,866 
2.417 
1,723 
2 726 


1,906 


9,354 
81 
1 

5,501 

3,347 

414 


900 


89 


NOTE PERCENT CHANGE NOT COMPUTED WHERE BASE |S LESS THAN 10 
THIS CATEGORY INCLUDES PRISON CONDITION CASES 
* ERISA = EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT 


*** RICO = RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS 


£74 


_ 6 


_—— — 


Percent Change 
1997/1996 


2.9 
48 
13 


16 
46 
40 
28 


7.6 
02 
148 
90 


2.1 


45.6 
38.0 
417 
468 

23 
59.0 


“11 
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Table C-3. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, by Nature of Suit and District, 


During the Twelve 


7 


r 


] 


| 


-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


U.S. Cases 


7 


Prisoner Petitions 


: 
Mandamus 


| 
| 


T 


| 
| 


Circuit Motions to Forfeitures | 
and Total Totai Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas Civil and and =| Labor | Social Tax All 
District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions Antitrust | Rights | Sentence | Corpus Rights’ Other Penalties | Suits | Security Suits Other 
TOTAL 272,027 60,004 12,754 2,780 3,324 28 2,917 11,675 1,902 974 401 2,384 624 13,605 2,272 4,364 
boc 3,003 1,597 382 1 64 12 267 126 33 189 32 26 14 14 15 412 
1ST 7,694 2,178 330 347 143 . 101 412 54 28 6 89 37 373 43 215 
ME 750 181 17 51 9 7 39 14 4 26 6 8 
MA 3,542 899 225 43 61 59 149 37 18 2 32 29 84 19 141 
NH 655 150 14 1 16 6 31 2 1 4 1 47 13 14 
Ri 767 158 15 2 11 9 56 5 4 2 10 19 4 21 
PR 1,980 790 59 250 46 20 137 10 5 2 29 3 197 1 31 
2K9 24,480 4,872 1,279 177 322 4d 213 787 133 66 94 228 76 997 159 337 
CT 2,861 536 188 41 48 23 72 5 1 9 14 78 23 34 
NY.N 1,910 330 57 3 31 14 47 2 2 2 32 10 104 6 20 
NY.E 7,397 2,037 723 53 129 1 61 255 35 12 81 78 17 427 71 94 
NYS 10,271 1,414 189 20 86 1 99 337 83 47 10 46 25 268 46 157 
NY.W 1,595 427 11 40 24 2 15 41 8 ) 1 55 8 87 9 22 
vT 446 128 11 20 4 1 35 8 2 33 4 10 
3RD 22,402 3,974 698 158 303 1 164 724 166 106 15 135 51 1,067 125 261 
DE 774 120 22 15 3 33 7 13 17 10 
NJ 6,514 1,309 301 25 128 56 166 40 7 2 65 14 341 61 103 
PAE 9,400 1,033 183 25 101 56 299 4 1 4 13 19 237 20 71 
PAM 2,040 577 41 35 27 17 102 104 88 9 10 6 105 12 21 
PAW 3,240 855 145 69 23 1 31 101 8 10 38 12 371 14 32 
Vi 434 80 6 4 9 1 23 10 2 1 24 
4TH 20,784 5,805 685 447 485 : 234 1,593 95 67 32 206 34 1,489 146 292 
MD 4,443 898 32 9 276 71 179 10 6 3 48 9 126 50 79 
NC.E 1,549 572 107 6 22 15 168 22 16 19 48 5 90 21 33 
NC.M 1,274 574 74 1 7 10 302 2 1 18 3 133 10 13 
NC,W 1,234 404 43 1 11 13 184 4 1 1 20 3 108 7 8 
Sc 4,045 1,193 243 403 49 22 146 6 3 22 2 259 10 28 
VA.E 4,405 744 68 14 88 69 309 5 6 4 28 4 49 33 67 
VA.W 1,851 613 30 3 7 11 130 25 2 13 6 345 8 33 
WV.N 710 225 37 8 10 6 50 21 24 3 4 46 3 13 
WV,S 1,273 582 51 2 15 17 125 2 7 1 5 2 333 4 18 


7 


Table C-3. (Continued) 


Private Cases 


2,385 


wos Pek woot wien hee eR is See UCC TY oe Eel 
Motor feet... oe 

Circuit Total | Marine | Vehicle Other | Other | | Ttandamus | Copyright | 

and Private Real Personal | Personal Personal, Tort Civil | Habeas Civil | and | Patent | Labor All 

District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA** | Injury Injury Injury | actions } | Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights" | Other | Trademark | Suits | Other 

TOTAL 212,023 28,082 2,693 1,825 2,271 4,869 41,996 4,004 570 40,361 19,956 27,661 397 7,536 14,884 14,918 
oc 1,406 180 10 4 - 40 161 28 2 420 35 172 1 57 163 133 

1ST 5,516 1,065 112 18 106 203 998 103 22 1,038 222 299 5 285 443 597 
ME 569 86 8 4 14 36 164 18 114 21 45 14 20 25 
MA 2,643 558 30 10 57 7 292 50 12 444 124 145 4 174 286 383 
NH 505 91 5 1 1 20 82 17 122 33 46 22 25 35 
Ri 609 123 8 3 7 18 121 8 1 129 20 13 40 51 67 
PR 1,190 207 61 27 55 339 10 4 229 24 50 1 35 61 87 

2ND 19,608 3,468 154 225 165 673 1,892 451 63 3,787 1,708 1,757 24 1,145 2,055 2,041 
cr 2,325 439 25 40 8 57 183 178 3 589 58 311 1 79 140 214 
NY,N 1,580 120 11 41 3 36 99 17 4 335 196 438 2 43 135 100 
NYE 5,360 646 46 73 33 302 689 59 25 991 680 140 17 234 719 706 
NY.S 8,857 2,087 55 64 118 233 732 171 24 1,557 579 678 3 748 951 857 
NY,W 1,168 119 8 6 3 22 120 15 4 262 179 169 1 32 98 130 
VT 318 57 9 1 23 69 171 3 53 16 21 12 34 

3RD 18,428 3,134 160 586 139 755 3,593 395 69 3,227 1,237 1,770 3 626 1,403 1,325 
DE 654 68 1 1 2 5 31 8 1 132 62 147 3 88 31 54 
NJ 5.205 1,110 38 83 60 228 636 248 19 947 252 275 289 531 489 
PAE 8,367 1,361 62 328 40 353 2,484 83 24 1,350 495 697 3 160 198 429 
PAM 1,463 201 8 27 1 82 174 20 3 267 175 316 2 29 79 79 


Table C-3. (Continued) 


Circuit 


District 


Total 
| Civil Cases 


U.S. Cases 


— — —_——y—— _ + 


—- —--,-—---+4 


Total 
U.S. Civil | Contract Property Actions 


+ 


—_—_—__——_-- —— ——_---——_, + - 


Prisoner Petitions 


Antitrust Rights 


| Mandamus | Forfeitures 


Habeas Civil | and and Labor 
Sentence Corpus | Rights’ Other 


LA,E 
LA.M 
LA.W 
MS.N 
MS.S 
TX.N 
TX.E 
TX.S 
TX.W 


KY.E 
KY W 
MILE 
MI.W 
OH.N 
OH.S 
TNE 
™N.M 
T™N.W 


1u.N 
iL.C 
IL.S 
INN 
IN.S 
WILE 
Wiw 


AR.E 


AR W 


|A.N 
IAS 
MN 
MO.E 


MO.W 


NE 
NO 
SO 


34,032 


3,895 
1.256 
2.660 
1,181 
2,431 
5,739 
6.183 
7,009 
3,678 


40,388 


2,313 
1,635 


16,500 


1.871 
9,585 
3,137 
2,193 
1,650 
1,504 


19,657 


9,580 
1,408 
1.511 
1,882 
2,988 
1,409 

879 


16,212 


2,505 
1.088 

728 
1,164 
2,890 
2.929 
3,008 
1.105 

332 

463 


5,684 
561 
152 
629 
164 
408 

1,004 
392 

1,211 

1,163 


7,717 
1,254 
404 
2,634 
412 
1,024 
624 
662 
302 
401 


3,314 
1.121 
395 
364 
306 
621 
323 
184 


4,766 
902 
401 
232 
381 
735 
640 
877 
302 
155 
141 


1,203 


136 
37 
161 
30 
151 
109 


~~ © 


OW MH 


nn & UW NM 
Won n ~- 


oO © 


hm 


334 93 26 256 39 
10 1 6 23 4 
3 1 2 
7§ 22 5 1 1 
2 8 1 
2 28 5 
127 30 8 38 14 
10 3 7 2 
36 14 7 84 8 
69 22 55 4 
100 50 5 241 63 
52 30 2 7 1 
2 4 3 
13 1 $5 18 
17 4 
4 4 30 21 
5 1 37 a 
3 26 5 
23 7 
21 15 2 36 
120 60 20 143 55 
39 14 11 44 28 
21 - 22 5 
15 22 1 12 4 
e 7 3 
22 18 8 24 12 
1 - 20 2 
22 6 20 1 
39 35 8 145 36 
1 1 1 10 2 
3 2 
6 2 
1 “ 17 6 
37 9 - 26 4 
6 6 1 43 7 
49 16 6 21 7 
4 9 4 
S| - 2 + 
3 2 1 


Penaities . Suits 


ae 


“~ WwW © 
wm 


© 


41 wW 


“ 
- vw 


,o Oo wm 


i Ww 


ro) 
“4 


* 


* * 
we Ww @ hm 


4 


a) 


Nm WwW NO 


be 


_e 


152 
16 


c 


g 


aQow & DM 


Nh 


a | 


- 
- yy 


aw @ 


> 


+ 


Table C-3. (Continued) 


Contract | Property | FELA™ | 


Cireuit Tow 

and Private | 

District =| Civil Cases | 
STH 26,346 3.6008 
LAL 1334 sna 
LAM 1104 4 
LAW 2.031 211 
MS.N 1017 127 
MS.5 2,023 a3 
TX.N 4.745 662 
XE 5.70) 226 
™S 5708 1.034 
Tx W 2.615 77 
6TH 32,671 2,126 
KY E 1.059 163 
KYW 123) 179 
MIE 13,666 568 
MiWw 1459 123 
OWN 8.561 392 
OWS 2.513 251 
TNE 1,531 168 
™NM 1348 142 
TN W 1,103 199 
7TH 16,343 1,602 
1L.N 8.459 1,011 
ic 1013 65 
is 1147 a4 
IN.N 1.576 139 
INS 2.367 240 
wit 1 086 131 
Wwiw 695 122 
6TH 11,446 1,281 
ARE 1,603 129 
AR W 687 93 
\A.\N 496 65 
IAS 783 76 
MN 2.155 317 
MOE 2.289 213 
MO.W 2,131 158 
NE 03 135 
NOD 177 47 
SO 322 48 


104 
20 
10 
14 

u 
2 


' 


Private Cases 


Motor 
Marine Vehicle Other Other 
Personal Personal Personal Tort 
injury | injury | injury | Actions | Antitrust 
660 629 6,662 612 42 
460 148 526 144 ‘ 
2 22 163 21 
166 4H 440 46 6 
2 6 116 18 1 
” 110 22 hu 2 
i 47 167 §7 6 
16 56 2.996 27 4 
161 65 6H4 | 14 
' 48 1§9 ie os 
62 407 186,002 316 27 
4 2 200 19 
9 4) 212 19 2 
18 2 10,675 43 8 
i ? 108 1§ 3 
4 122 5.957 66 3 
4 63 19 71 5 
1 at 109 28 2 
; be) 105 i7 } 
2 44 117 18 ’ 
50 271 1,191 217 45 
21 7? 400 131 2a 
} 17 55 11 4 
22 44 1A 12 
58 132 4 
4 61 o71 28 5 
1 14 Ab 17 9 
1 14 61 4 5 
26 324 1,147 262 31 
] 55 120 37 1 
1 40 g4 11 
12 30 7 1 
! 18 7 13 ! 
4 23 300 118 10 
14 76 243 19 b 
} 19 194 44 " 
2 25 46 14 1 
9 30 1 1 
27 43 M 2 


Civil | Nabeas 


| 
' 


Civil 


Rights | Corpus Rights’ 


4,061 
oH 
149 
420 
280 
149 
730 
404 
y4/7 
504 


3,765 
180 
242 
657 
255 
768 
723 
288 
s24 
128 


643 
820 
232 
181 
497 
645 
118 
150 


—_ 


3,113 
510 
170 
118 
190 
647 
610 
475 
300 
27 
66 


3,236 
11 
ah 
215 
0 
145 
793 
480 
746 
381 


1,610 
88 
105 
460 
251 
296 
yn 
98 
117 
4 


6,005 
‘ou 
Oy 
410 
256 
Aa} 
1.278 
1.459 
1 062 


Prisoner Petitions 


Mandamus 
and 
Other 


46 
/ 
4 
! 


-——-——- CS & @ 


Copyright 
Patent 
Trademark 


172 
120 
55 


15 


612 
J94 


10 


Labor 
Suite 


017 
112 
53 
102 


All 
Other 


1,663 
205 
146 
102 

23 
11 
44? 

71 
416 
165 


1,162 
68 
69 
332 

85 
218 
166 


194 
134 
103 


Table C-3. (Continued) 


Circuit 
and 
District 


OTH 


11TH 


Total 
Civil Cases 


36,934 
635 
3,522 
5,900 
3,544 
11,029 
2,550 
1,840 
627 


12,533 
2,921 
2,032 
182° 
1,256 

765 
2.174 
1,171 

392 


31,908 
4.978 
1,871 
1,251 
1,621 
7,125 
7,361 
4.877 
1,576 
1,248 


Total 
U.S. Civil 


9,066 
151 
645 

1,149 
805 

3,292 
713 
244 
147 
234 
358 
564 
192 
509 

37 
26 


3,564 
694 


Contract 


1,742 
ge 
139 
JO3 
161 
778 
57 
81 
1 
21 
54 
34 
23 


Real 
Property 


241 
1 
11 
15 
39 
52 

2 
17 
23 
30 


Tort 


720 
19 
70 
97 
77 


Civil 
Actions | Antitrust Rights | Sentence 


U.S 


Motions to 
Vacate 


1,466 
28 
31 
101 
191 
379 
183 


Cases 


Prisoner Petitions 


Habeas | Civil 
Corpus Rights’ 


199 46 
4 1 
2 
23 10 
5 
120 10 
16 10 
5 1 
2 
3 1 
12 1 
3] 4 
3 3 
1 
220 126 
121 65 
65 57 
1 
) 
; 4 
! 1 
349 106 
12 5 
2 
45 12 
55 i] 
177 35 
44 37 
14 8 


204 


Mandamus 
and 
Other 


104 


14 


45 


13 
16 


Forteitures 
and 
Penalties 


-_o 
aw 


—_—_— —_ 
NN ON ON NM — — 


Social 
Security 


1,376 
4 

91 
159 


Tax 
Suits 


999 
7 


| All 
Other 


1,046 


202 


303 


Table C-3. (Continued) 


Private Cases 


’ 


Prisoner Petitions 


| | Motor | : 
Circuit Total | Marine | Vehicle Other Other Mandamus Copyright 
and Private | Real | Personal | Personal | Personal Tort _ Civil | Habeas = Civil and Patent Labor All 

District CiviiCases | Contract | Property | FELA* injury Injury | injury | Actions Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights" Other Trademark Suits | Other 

9TH 29,668 4,504 225 113 677 253 1,603 448 116 = 6,326 3,613 4,385 68 1,955 2,435 2,747 
AK 484 v8 1 44 5 74 ? 4 48 88 38 / 1 28 37 
AZ 2,877 337 ? 3 4 24 168 33 5 584 477 726 1 113 102 284 
CA.N 4,751 661 22 2 35 18 218 76 39 1,048 513 684 1 437 §12 475 
CAE 2,739 248 15 11 3 13 101 23 5 563 431 953 1 54 144 174 
CA.C 7,737 1,513 77 46 29 33 414 113 36 1,087 1,285 497 5 910 848 844 
CAS 1,837 324 15 1 15 5 154 18 8 368 235 271 4 149 73 193 
HI 1,596 147 18 186 10 83 24 1 868 25 60 17 90 67 
ID 480 81 6 1 2 15 43 16 2 79 79 76 ? 24 39 
MT 446 76 6 6 2 96 17 1 83 34 23 12 28 36 
NV 2,123 293 18 3 24 115 35 4 429 179 614 4 58 94 253 
OR 1,835 263 15 2 21 44 153 38 6 §37 214 172 24 62 184 100 
WA.E 466 54 4 6 1 1 56 5 96 67 102 1 11 26 26 
WA.W 2,413 394 10 35 333 23 124 38 5 516 184 161 1 111 271 207 
GUAM 45 8 2 3 3 7 2 8 ! 2 9 
NMI 39 7 1 1 2 13 1 11 3 

10TH 8,969 1,285 117 83 3 242 1,097 150 30 0=—_ 2,462 1,010 975 20 275 489 731 
CO 2,227 299 27 46 24 193 28 10 692 130 244 6 117 144 267 
KS 1.440 188 16 7 49 224 26 5 387 125 217 1 37 91 67 
NM 1,237 145 7 14 2 31 141 23 1 472 130 98 19 47 107 
OK,.N 805 161 10 11 90 11 / 195 138 71 | 12 44 60 
OK.E 479 44 5 y 36 60 4 1 85 113 ? 4 14 21 
OK,W 1,561 228 43 48 199 31 2 327 316 160 1 27 64 105 
UT 903 165 6 2 1 22 138 18 8 218 27 77 1 55 71 94 
wy 317 55 3 5 21 52 a 2 86 31 30 4 14 10 

11TH 24,441 3,444 158 73 111 386 4,304 858 68 5,747 2,454 3,387 45 627 1,159 1,620 
AL.N 4 466 477 79 8 1 48 1.716 208 2 890 173 499 19 210 136 
AL.M 1,600 323 3 2 48 109 167 5 386 138 290 1 5 54 69 
AL.S 860 193 11 2 26 14 98 68 3 181 61 115 1 4 29 54 
FL.N 1,065 112 4 3 6 10 70 13 23 200 206 330 2 8 32 46 
FL.M 5,488 779 18 7 23 44 766 51 10 1,340 897 719 20 158 253 403 
FL.S 4.976 990 14 50 32 422 96 18 1,316 428 450 8 267 350 535 
GA.N 3,846 390 9 3 110 514 229 7 1,064 322 581 11 147 177 282 
GA.M 1,210 88 10 2 43 436 10 208 142 202 2 12 18 37 
GA,S 930 92 10 46 5 37 173 16 162 87 201 7 36 58 


* THIS CATEGORY INCLUDES PRISON CONDITION CASES 
** FELA = FEDERAL EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 


Table C-3A. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Pending, by Nature of Suit and District, 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


U.S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
p————-— === = = pn ———— 
Circuit Motions to 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas Civil 
District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust; Rights | Sentence 
TOTAL 273,320 47,908 7,226 2,110 3,483 16 3,205 8,092 1,117 728 
oc 2,883 1,632 339 4 76 1 309 241 10 118 
1ST 7,710 1,610 205 147 129 : 96 272 38 23 
ME 442 73 6 9 5 3 16 . . 
MA 3,555 732 149 34 57 59 100 29 15 
NH 646 100 7 10 4 14 1 1 
Ri 629 115 7 1 9 8 30 3 2 
PR 2,438 590 36 103 48 22 112 5 5 
2ND 30,601 4,615 936 212 479 4 310 597 87 58 
CT 3,973 561 167 79 69 35 2 4 6 
NY,N 3,003 394 38 7 55 . 24 35 4 2 
NYE 9,086 1,965 517 55 183 1 99 230 24 18 
NYS 11,823 1,384 133 23 126 2 117 288 49 29 
NY, W 2,278 419 75 29 40 1 29 28 6 3 
VT 438 92 6 19 6 6 14 
3RD 19,103 2,864 323 65 278 1 166 430 88 72 
DE 777 89 a . 18 4 21 . . 
NJ 5,748 1,035 131 22 134 54 115 26 4 
PAE 7,161 685 79 12 72 57 168 2 . 
PAM 1,583 354 14 y 24 . 16 41 47 62 
PAW 3,024 595 76 18 16 1 31 58 6 
Vi 810 106 14 4 14 4 27 
4TH 14,734 4,190 373 278 452 1 206 829 37 23 
MD 3,384 788 28 20 282 1 89 95 4 2 
NC.E 980 311 17 3 21 14 74 10 5 
NC.M 935 380 26 1 10 10 139 . . 
NCW 1,083 339 22 3 7 12 140 4 1 
Sc 3,306 899 191 218 47 22 104 1 1 
VA.E 2,145 354 40 13 57 40 91 2 4 
VA.W 1,407 522 13 5 7 6 75 10 : 
WV,N 534 173 22 13 10 5 30 6 5 
WV.S 960 424 14 2 11 8 81 5 


260 


Mandamus Forfeitures 
and 
Corpus |Rights*| Other | Penalties 


and 


1,964 


22 


Labor — 


Suite 
494 


15 


| 
| 
| 
al 


Social 
Security | 


13,417 


18 


338 


1,443 
113 
86 
138 
115 
257 
39 
355 
54 
286 


Tax 


Suits | Other 


1,659 


18 


ao 


4,137 


447 


Table C-3A. (Continued) 


_ T ene: 
Circuit Total 
and Private Real 
District Civil Cases | Contract | Property 

TOTAL 225,412 26,006 1,757 

vc 1,251 191 6 
1ST 6,100 1,127 89 

ME 369 54 3 
MA 2,823 638 35 
NH 546 94 6 
RI 514 116 7 
PR 1,848 225 38 
2ND 25,786 4,248 216 

CT 3,412 603 49 
NY.N 2,609 166 20 
NY,E 7,121 775 54 
NY.S 10,439 2,454 73 
NY, W 1,859 172 11 
VT 346 78 9 
3RD 16,239 2,518 151 

DE 688 74 1 
NJ 4,713 1,023 34 
PAE 6,476 768 38 
PA.M 1,229 164 8 
PAW 2,429 358 10 
Vi 704 131 63 
4TH 10,544 1,635 74 

MD 2,596 379 18 
NCE 669 124 6 
NC,M 555 73 1 
NC |W 744 104 4 
sc 2,407 371 17 
VALE 1,791 270 8 
VA.W 885 103 7 
WV.N 361 75 4 
WV.S 536 136 9 


i. 


2,237 


29 


Motor 
Marine | Vehicle 


Personal | Personal 


Injury Injury 
2,382 4,821 
33 
120 214 
1 27 
63 79 
1 31 
6 20 
39 57 
273 851 
19 70 
5 55 
45 377 
201 272 
3 43 
34 
106 639 
1 24 
43 222 
26 236 
1 89 
28 52 
7 16 
78 551 
17 172 
12 20 
12 
. 13 
24 182 
20 56 
44 
1 31 
4 21 


Private Cases 


—- _ 

Other Other 

Personal; Tort 
Injury | Actions 
67,499 3,739 
150 34 
1,335 122 
113 16 
328 63 
135 16 
75 8 
684 19 
2,802 546 
249 156 
193 23 
1,206 95 
871 239 
209 24 
74 9 
4,140 355 
27 5 
565 206 
2,971 7 

167 20 
191 34 
219 17 
1,403 234 
287 63 
56 20 

59 10 

96 1 
389 37 
181 41 
171 16 
61 8 
103 28 


| 
| 


Antitrust | Rights 


979 


T 
| 
| 


Civil 


43,931 


394 


5,851 
975 
572 

1,680 

2,054 
514 

56 


3,174 
153 
1,021 
1,010 
282 
648 
60 


2,282 
625 
158 
165 
221 
515 
302 
174 

51 
71 


| 
| 


Prisoner Petitions 
T 


and 
Corpus — Rights" Other 
15,651 22,881 178 
7 127 
161 357 5 
7 22 
102 158 3 
17 29 
12 13 
23 135 2 
1,521 3,048 22 
58 528 1 
159 951 1 
683 354 19 
465 815 1 
148 377 
8 23 
752 1,245 1 
66 135 
175 297 
252 246 
74 247 
173 314 
12 6 1 
776 1,338 12 
187 237 4 
64 101 
54 39 
54 66 
183 396 3 
174 318 5 
29 98 
17 53 
14 30 


Y 
| 


| 


| | Mandamus Copyright | 
| Habeas Civil 


Patent 
| Trademark 


6,928 


46 


Labor 
Suits 


11,780 


117 


~ 
a 
~ 
w 


All 
Other 


4,643 
136 


605 
14 
380 
44 
60 
107 


2,895 
361 
166 
797 

1,390 
147 

34 


1,116 
58 
382 
282 
74 
157 
163 


771 
256 
49 
43 
72 
100 
152 
48 
31 
20 


Table C-3A. (Continued) 


—— 


| 

Circuit | 
and | ‘Total 

District | Civil Cases 


U.S. Civil | Contract | Property | 


Tort 
Actions 


U.S. Cases 


Habeas | 
| 
Antitrust) Rights | Sentence | Corpus | 


Prisoner Petitions 
ee 
Civil 
Rights"| Other —_— Penalties Suits 


5TH 39,502 
3,077 
10,582 


LA.W 2.461 
MS.N 1,118 
MS,S 2,130 


4,168 
6,038 
7,254 


TX.W 2,674 


6TH 34,431 
2,138 


KY, W 1,474 


15,212 
1,452 


OH,N 5,790 
OH,S 3,706 


2,168 


™N.M 1,357 
TN.W 1,134 


7TH 6,020 
7,700 
1,236 
1,281 
1,861 
2,500 
1,109 


Ww 333 


341 


51 
13 
37 

8 
30 
39 
12 
58 
93 


219 


rm 


47 


21 


21 


71 


10 


13 


———— 
| 


dF Forfeitures 
and 


1§ 


4 


anwort- 


~ 
NO f&f& Wu @ 


No 
~d 


~-—- AN YVWWwe - — 


Social 
_ Security 


981 


88 
48 
167 


Table C-3A. (Continued) 


Circuit 
and 
District 


Private Cases 


* . 


Prisoner Petition 
Motor - —_ 


Total Marine Vehicie Other Other Mandamus Copyright 
Private Real Personal Personal Personai Tort Civil Habeas Civil and Patent Labor All 


5TH 

LA.E 

LA.M 
LAW 
MS.N 
MS.S 
TX.N 
TX.E 

TX.S 

TX.W 


7TH 


8TH 


_ CivilCases Contract Property _FELA™ Injury —s injury ~—_—s injury _Actions Antitrust Rights Corpus Rights’ Other _Trademark Suits Other 


34,949 3,386 154 59 845 547 14,851 505 61 4,500 2,476 4,719 21 501 1,025 1,299 


2.689 534 14 ? 448 128 374 55 6 415 180 146 1 38 U. 4u 
10.442 113 1§ 2 32 19 3.491 28 2 217 53 143 S2 >4 
1.954 222 20 1 192 73 23" 33 ? 404 149 334 2 a9 2t 
951 123 3 3 3 493 103 22 296 a9 187 6 2 23 
1.772 334 31 1 10 02 276 50 2 355 23 28 58 28 
3,461 473 25 3 1 31 197 493 6 728 549 805 5 155 173 267 
5.615 221 3 14 17 6 3,432 24 11 37 314 344 : 28 44 68 
6.268 1,112 4 26 14) 63 587 07 21 213 764 303 . 82 3 389 
1.797 254 7 2 ? 21 100 31 6 493 243 7 50 37 . 


wn 
~ 
— 
~ 
g 
+ 
ss 
uw 
ow 


28,689 2,060 119 576 70 $23 14,793 362 53 4,032 1.461 1.672 g 


1,084 17§ 19 38 5 89 164 23 3 240 63 0 2 v2 7Q 

1,099 163 11 17 13 45 169 21 4 263 7 165 2 ‘4 76 $9 

13,585 532 25 62 22 31 10.685 4) 1§ 684 408 214 2 6 380 323 
1.144 96 3 10 6 9 $3 17 a 194 245 31§ 1 43 80 62 

4.987 350 23 108 10 113 2.616 64 9 778 216 20 119 270 190 

3,117 275 9 43 4 73 606 113 8 864 276 290 ? 69 266 220 

1,614 181 19 289 2 88 306 25 4 304 70 103 40 77 06 

1,124 146 7 5 A 26 101 35 2 355 65 178 36 86 78 

935 142 3 4 4 43 33 23 4 350 4 117 ‘4 43 47 


6.882 846 382 164 22 71 509 30 18§ 2.0 240 378 2 os 829 3 
993 81 11 10 2 19 $7 3 29 33 48 208 20 0 38 
998 91 6 9 27 50 52 ‘4 3 95 67 216 S 7 09 47 
609 131 7 4 77 33 4 433 73 237 28 4c 6 

2.005 263 4 37 66 215 31 att a4 276 4b 36 0S 
883 138 7 4 2 6 36 7 0 95 87 4 58 79 
261 $2 2 6 22 7 2 7 ra 8 


10.484 1,230 56 87 33 339 945 236 $6 3.324 1.273 1.211 36 308 658 692 
498 4 10 3 115 2 3 7 "Sa 62 : ! 
430 70 3 é ce ~ . ~ 
784 30 2 é5 5 2 : 

1.903 238 28 ? 28 5 34 - ? 
768 1§9 6 4 4 50 3 S p. ‘ 4 2 
714 103 8 23 2 30 63 4 268 28 - = 
57 41 3 3 . 33 27 ‘ 2 
312 61 1 3 26 52 3 2 69 ? ? : 2 


Table C-3A. (Continued) 


Cireull 
and 
District 


orn 


10TH 


11TH 


Total 
Civil Cases 


36,435 
710 
4023 
5,261 
4277 
8.363 
2,771 
1,510 
738 
826 
2,256 


11,105 
2,765 
1,743 
1,643 
1,108 

515 
1,446 
1,452 

433 


47,676 
23,102 
1,471 
1,134 
1,678 
6,485 
6 646 
4,063 
2.086 
1,011 


Total 
U.S. Civil 


6,005 
164 
603 
957 
70) 

2,235 
46) 
154 

05 
221 
257 
389 
153 
376 

2) 


Contract 


1,118 
16 
60 

115 


Real 
Property 


Tort 
Actions 


761 
45 
100 
89 
76 
136 
7 
30 
19 
34 
30 


Antitrust 


! 


Civil 
Rights 


631 
10 
50 

183 
78 

114 
61 
24 
10 
10 
16 
27 
10 
“4 


U.S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Motions to 
Vacate | Mabeas | Civil 
Sentence | Corpus | Rights’ 
964 17 33 
22 2 1 
131 2 : 
104 20 ? 
136 4 
248 66 5 
75 ? 4 
21 3 1 
31 1 3 
22 3 
60 5 | 
72 3 
12 
47 2 
3 
308 161 125 
57 80 51 
48 86 69 
34 
58 
13 
24 14 4 
52 1 1 
22 
1,803 227 92 
10 7 6 
66 
115 
235 46 25 
329 25 4 
760 120 26 
166 23 23 
42 ! 
80 6 7 


3/0 


Mandamus 
and 
Other 


57 


36 


Forteitures 
and 
Penalties 


375 
le 
44 
JO 
47 

109 
46 


nos o@ @& 


— 


—_ 
ny ana — 


Social 
Security 


1,230 
6 

83 
162 


All 
Other 


012 
40 


142 


256 


347 


182 
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Table C-3A. (Continued) 


Circuit 
and 
__ District 


OTH 


10TH 


11TH 


GA,.M 
GA.S 


Total 
Private 


286,440 
546 
3,420 
4,304 
3,486 
6,128 
2,290 
1,356 
553 
605 
1.999 
1,504 
369 
1,786 
52 

42 


8,215 
2,163 
1,303 
1,151 
691 
316 
1,068 
1,161 
362 


41,084 
22,680 
1,191 
803 
1,109 
4,980 
4,686 
3,206 
1,691 
738 


Givil Cases | Contract | Pre 


| Peta” 


124 


Marine 
Personal 
Injury: 


667 
54 
2 
44 
3 
29 
20 
198 


134 


Motor 
Vehicle 
Personal 


injury 


242 
4 
27 
18 
2) 
27 


Other 
Personal 


injury 


2,638 
172 
151 
184 
100 
372 

1,015 

73 
53 
102 


Other 
Tort 


Actions 


406 
14 
4) 
72 
20 


Private Cases 
Civil 
Antitrust | Rights 


139 6,354 
6 51 
8 719 

48 1,114 
4 730 
36 1,411 
10 300 
2 690 
4 91 
3 109 
4 475 
7 456 
76 

7 413 
3 

16 

55 =. 2,326 
1 684 
1 374 
1 455 
1 163 
47 

2 258 
27 288 
2 57 

113°: 6,359 
4 1,043 
5 411 
1 157 

24 210 
21 1,397 
23 1,453 
32 1,171 
1 375 
2 142 


Prisoner Petitions 
Mandamus | Copyright 
Habeas Civil and Patent 
Corpus | Rights’ Other =| Trademark | 
3,106 4,384 37 1,746 
28 28 1 1 
415 1,053 7 114 
410 406 2 458 
504 1,390 56 
1,038 309 7 724 
87 169 j 129 
1 46 17 
85 93 14 
32 58 14 
159 548 3 68 
179 106 14 55 
28 90 15 
130 84 78 
4 3 
883 857 9 264 
90 264 1 109 
139 162 32 
124 48 19 
143 63 18 
112 68 2 
215 109 4 12 
28 120 4 67 
32 23 5 
2,625 2,580 17 614 
219 343 1 23 
123 214 4 
106 128 : 4 
262 356 1 6 
1,043 288 9 158 
403 220 2 256 
242 326 3 144 
151 472 1 12 
76 233 7 


Labor 
Suits 


1,611 
34 
We 
413 
141 
498 


* THIS CATEGORY INCLUDES PRISON CONDITION CASES 
** FELA = FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 


Table C-3B. 

U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Terminated, by Nature of Suit and District, 

During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 
Baill — ; . = 


Circuit 
and 


District 


DC 


ME 
MA 
NH 
Ri 

PR 


cT 
NY.N 
NYE 
NY.S 
NY,.W 
VT 


DE 
NJ 
PAE 
PAM 
PA.W 
vi 


MD 
NC,E 
NC,M 
NCW 
Sc 
VA.E 
VA.W 
WV,N 
WV,.S 


TOTAL 


1ST 


4TH 


Total 


Civil Cases: 
249,641 
2,784 


7,295 
712 
3,454 
679 
681 
1,769 


23,230 
2,877 
1,969 
6,183 

10,231 
1,529 

441 


20,762 
703 
6,521 
8,083 
2,079 
2,964 
412 


20,869 
4,307 
1,501 
1,088 
1,091 
3,905 
4,283 
1,826 

789 
2,079 


Total 


U.S. Civil 
50,591 
1,422 


1,820 
195 
754 
128 
123 
620 


3,983 
432 
336 

1,500 

1,218 
365 
132 


3,564 
117 
1,293 
867 
527 
692 
68 


4,986 
745 
500 
465 
350 

1,126 
665 
449 
247 
439 


-——- 


| Contract 

9,801 
139 
296 


16 
191 


Real 
Property 


3,230 


13 


7 


Tort 
Actions 


3,260 


73 


] 


Antitrust 


15 


Civil 


Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights* 


2,793 


253 


Motions to 
Vacate 


9,125 
163 


295 
32 
111 
28 
37 
87 


U. S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Habeas Civil 

1,704 1,052 

39 167 
37 26 
16 14 
1 1 
3 3 
17 8 
82 71 
10 4 
1 1 
18 10 
50 46 
3 3 
2 
149 97 
33 5 
3 5 
98 82 
8 5 
7 
104 75 
14 5 
23 19 
. 2 
1 e 
6 5 
4 2 
26 3 
22 28 
3 11 


: 
Mandamus 


and 
Other 


457 


Forfeitures 
and 
Penalties 


2,335 


19 


Labor 
Suits 


616 


14 


On we Be. 


Social Tax 
Security | Suits 


9,688 2,278 


16 9 

226 43 
28 4 

45 25 

33 10 

12 1 

108 3 
709 167 
41 27 

116 6 
252 64 
192 54 
77 12 

31 4 

719 143 
13 9 

245 73 
130 22 
74 7 

257 21 
11 

982 126 
97 43 

67 15 

75 4 

67 7 

167 5 
36 29 

199 10 
63 5 

211 8 


331 


153 


293 


131 


289 


Table C-3B. (Continued) 


Private Cases 
Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicie | Other Other Mandamus | Copyright 
and Private Real Personal | Personal |Personal| Tort Civil Habeas Civil and Patent Labor All 
District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA** | Injury Injury Injury | Actions | Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights" Other Trademark | Suits Other 

TOTAL 199,050 27,898 2,820 1,931 2,185 4,083 31,087 3,875 556 37,241 15,367 33,930 385 7,024 14,573 15,295 
DC 1,362 181 16 5 - 43 168 19 4 383 32 166 1 53 172 119 

1ST 5,475 1,111 109 29 115 189 892 99 18 1,070 203 329 8 269 485 549 
ME 517 97 10 6 11 24 101 4 1 131 23 42 1 10 22 34 
MA 2,700 535 23 22 71 68 354 65 10 474 95 137 3 169 335 339 
NH 551 105 2 : 5 16 81 14 3 145 43 61 23 23 30 
Ri 558 127 4 1 11 20 120 7 . 100 13 10 . 35 47 63 
PR 1,149 247 70 17 61 236 9 4 220 29 79 4 32 58 83 

2ND 19,247 3,586 194 281 189 620 1,986 526 49 3,475 1,005 2,287 23 1,041 1,996 1,989 
cT 2,445 445 24 43 12 45 174 199 4 613 67 387 3 82 134 213 
NY,N 1,633 108 8 48 4 39 100 25 5 340 157 564 2 36 99 98 
NY,E 4,683 610 55 110 44 252 769 82 16 791 307 176 13 153 687 618 
NY,S 9,013 2,277 96 74 126 241 740 190 23 1,433 351 848 2 712 971 929 
NY, W 1,164 87 6 4 3 27 141 21 : 252 108 276 3 47 93 96 
VT 309 59 5 2 16 62 9 1 46 15 36 11 12 35 

3RD 17,198 3,387 168 540 117 757 2,387 337 74 2,878 1,057 1,979 11 572 1,482 1,452 
DE 586 50 2 1 4 30 49 5 1 83 58 116 3 69 14 101 
NJ 5,228 1,169 40 70 50 242 651 184 22 869 224 312 1 255 609 530 
PA,E 7,216 1,641 58 373 32 356 1,207 86 33 1,127 404 759 3 159 519 459 
PA,M 1,552 175 15 16 : 73 193 25 1 271 146 434 3 36 94 70 
PAW 2,272 267 20 80 26 52 225 30 16 513 217 354 - 53 240 179 
Vi 344 85 33 5 4 62 7 1 15 8 4 1 6 113 

4TH 15,883 2,101 121 108 82 596 3,145 246 55 2,478 1,226 3,214 55 417 1,151 888 
MD 3,562 536 22 7 13 158 378 57 4 666 323 666 31 78 353 270 
NCE 1,001 131 2 2 13 16 109 10 2 190 80 304 42 35 65 
NC .M 623 70 5 3 7 73 4 2 119 86 137 37 34 46 
NC,W 741 125 6 6 - 12 115 12 2 176 30 98 : 35 47 77 
Sc 2,779 425 40 7 16 166 592 54 5 510 240 443 8 38 142 93 
VA,E 3,618 453 25 1 37 95 558 50 38 505 296 888 14 151 286 221 
VA.W 1,377 122 8 66 1 57 187 13 2 146 106 483 . 19 112 55 
WV.N 542 93 4 1 . 38 134 7 69 19 111 1 7 34 24 
WV,.S 1,640 146 9 15 2 47 999 39 97 46 84 1 10 108 37 


SE AE REIT ERNE MELE 2 SILT EE SI LENT EE ED EET LOOSE SITES CITI EE SL LEA LE IIIT EL II ES IEEE TENET EINE LS NEAT NLL DETALLES, LEELA, 
Table C-3B. (Continued) 


U. S. Cases 
~ [76 68 —_ 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Motions to Wendames | 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas | Civil and 
District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust; Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights* Other 
5TH 31,160 4,787 961 206 307 3 239 1,146 301 86 19 
LAE 3,739 482 121 26 51 . 25 95 10 3 2 
LA,M 1,659 132 21 32 6 y 7 2 1 
LAW 2,841 547 128 66 34 15 47 70 21 7 
MS.N 1,216 125 20 17 9 3 30 1 1 
MS,S 2,330 328 114 28 24 . 15 42 
TX.N 5,901 876 110 5 33 1 68 246 120 25 6 
TE 3,934 372 1 8 10 . 12 114 12 4 
TXS 6,042 949 244 12 39 1 42 293 19 8 4 
TX,W 3,498 976 172 12 101 1 50 272 67 23 
6TH 28,569 6,010 1,690 275 218 2 241 806 96 60 10 
KY,E 1,883 829 38 98 17 . 17 4) 51 33 1 
KY W 1,526 312 48 47 14 12 36 . . : 
MILE 5,609 1,763 942 15 40 . 47 222 12 3 2 
MI.W 1,731 323 63 6 16 1 17 81 1 1 . 
OH,N 9,923 966 178 41 53 : 57 163 4 2 : 
OH,S 2,712 589 157 26 25 1 30 53 6 2 1 
™N,E 1,948 542 79 19 16 25 57 - 1 
™,M 1,640 276 70 13 14 13 34 . : . 
™,W 1,597 410 115 10 23 23 119 22 18 6 
7TH 18,914 2,874 550 271 148 1 163 617 127 69 21 
IL,N 8,930 913 165 25 63 . 76 163 41 13 9 
IL,C 1,393 346 74 55 11 16 89 27 2 1 
i.S 1,529 333 58 39 17 8 34 18 22 6 
IN.N 1,918 272 60 59 11 - 15 53 . 1 . 
IN|S 2,850 546 97 58 21 1 29 92 21 24 5 
WILE 1,438 294 73 6 18 8 97 1 . - 
WI,W 856 170 23 29 7 11 29 19 7 
8TH 16,247 3,952 822 294 162 1 178 698 95 62 8 
AR,E 2,429 592 75 88 12 26 61 1 1 . 
AR,.W 941 267 21 45 2 8 22 
1A,N 781 201 45 19 6 2 45 . 
1A,S 1,190 335 49 23 9 8 81 1 . . 
MN 3,093 717 288 18 29 36 122 29 17 1 
MO,E 3,106 525 120 4 27 . 40 124 9 5 ; 
MO.W 2,728 725 80 4 25 1 27 154 51 35 7 
NE 1,174 279 89 21 22 19 48 4 1 
NO 336 152 29 44 9 5 12 1 
SD 469 159 26 28 21 7 29 2 


Forfeitures 


and 


. Penalties 


Labor 


| Suits 


40 


wn 


aS 


-_ 
—- NON ND & 


-« 


375 


273 


Table C-3B. (Continued) 
Private Cases 
a Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other Other Mandamus Copyright 
and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal; Tort Civil Habeas Civil Patent Labor All 
District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA* | injury Injury injury | Actions | Antitrust | Rights Corpus § Rights" | Trademark Suits Other 

5TH 26,373 3,473 176 65 868 630 3,431 465 39 3,962 2,533 7,601 47 545 1,024 1,514 
LA,E 3,257 622 31 6 438 133 544 117 5 399 188 409 6 46 109 204 
LA.M 1,527 89 9 . 11 26 406 25 1 106 55 599 8 10 42 140 
LA.W 2,294 222 13 247 100 356 38 4 309 176 593 2 29 118 87 
MS.N 1,091 101 11 8 56 97 15 1 263 96 401 . 4 20 18 
MS,S 2,002 310 22 3 17 101 320 47 4 245 126 661 . 9 44 93 
TX.N 5,025 671 30 2 . 4) 380 64 12 909 675 1,434 12 189 243 363 
TX.E 3,562 211 11 9 17 48 482 27 3 291 433 1,825 1 28 70 96 
TS 5,093 890 37 38 128 67 €$2 94 5 843 465 1.143 5 149 243 333 
TX.W 2,522 357 12 7 2 58 193 38 4 597 319 536 3 81 135 180 

6TH 22,559 2,033 108 266 56 493 8,213 258 30 3,471 1,332 2,918 21 528 1,583 1,249 
KY.E 1,054 182 15 26 7 62 227 10 2 165 65 154 3 17 53 66 
KY W 1.214 173 10 9 13 48 195 15 1 174 97 298 4 18 83 76 
MIE 3,846 517 30 81 13 81 691 49 9 576 279 491 3 174 495 357 
MI.W 1,408 133 4 11 3 21 166 20 2 249 1§7 424 3 39 86 90 
OH,N 8,957 398 18 54 7 74 6,299 57 5 817 242 198 3 101 440 244 
OH,S 2.123 275 11 25 3 36 192 50 5 602 192 289 1 71 183 188 
TNE 1,406 145 14 51 3 82 204 17 2 293 93 286 . 45 90 81 
™.M 1,364 113 2 7 1 43 85 28 3 281 127 432 2 44 105 91 
™N.W 1,187 97 4 2 6 46 154 12 1 314 80 346 2 19 48 56 

7TH 16,040 1,727 1,380 164 43 275 1,323 198 27 = 3, 545 1,314 2,401 24 574 1,926 1,119 
1L.N 8,017 945 1,330 94 13 76 433 110 14 1,731 298 673 12 346 1,292 650 
IL,.C 1,047 67 5 7 . 22 7§ 12 1 187 83 335 2 17 95 139 
IL.S 1,196 99 9 2 26 55 197 11 1 143 79 379 1 5 102 61 
IN.N 1646 129 13 11 . 36 161 13 - 498 257 276 . 36 140 76 
INS 2,304 234 12 17 4 65 255 32 1 528 391 446 8 53 166 92 
WILE 1,144 134 7 7 7 141 13 5 292 121 169 1 74 939 74 
WI WwW 686 119 4 14 61 7 5 166 85 123 43 32 27 

8TH 12,295 1,293 53 108 22 333 1,482 253 61 3,076 1,170 2,561 69 288 751 775 
ARE 1,837 138 2 5 . 37 103 17 1 506 206 672 44 10 52 44 
AR W 674 93 5 1 1 41 96 6 . 154 35 170 6 37 23 
1A.N 580 60 2 3 16 47 7 1 125 49 158 9 31 72 
IAS 855 77 4 10 3 26 48 11 3 181 76 300 10 13 56 37 
MN 2.376 292 11 29 4 26 628 103 39 528 100 102 4 139 197 174 
MO.E 2,581 239 12 . 13 98 271 45 8 752 305 408 4 52 223 151 
MO.W 2,003 172 10 1 1 38 156 31 6 488 323 507 6 32 115 117 
NE 895 123 3 46 19 50 19 256 52 176 18 25 108 
NO 184 47 2 10 13 34 3 1 30 4 6 5 a 21 
SO 310 52 2 3 19 49 11 2 56 20 62 1 4 7 22 
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Table C-3B. (Continued) 


Totai 


——— 


‘Total 
Civil Cases | U.S. Civil 


Contract 


Civil 


36,663 
595 
3,383 
5.879 
3,134 
10.027 
2.677 
1.297 
583 
774 
2.103 
2.405 
786 
2.872 
33 

55 


12,941 
3,068 
2.033 
1.980 
1.155 

751 
2.186 
1.335 

433 


30,207 
6.044 
1 833 
1.214 
1687 
6.397 
6.287 
4.243 
1.274 
1.234 


8,106 


149 
588 


1,081 


640 


2.836 


768 
230 
147 


1,392 


26 
158 


10 
17 
18 
21 


496 
11 
37 
87 
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Table C-3B. (Continued) 


om co cos 1, 


11TH 
AL.N 
ALM 
ALS 
FL.N 
FL.M 
FLS 
GA,.N 
GAM 
GAS 


Total 
Private 


26,567 
446 


24,435 
5 562 
1,597 

948 
1,163 
5,093 
4,594 
3,551 

961 

966 


_ | Civil Cases | Contract 


3,185 
429 
304 
215 

87 
619 
972 
381 

69 
109 


eLa™ 1 


—_ er 
~~ S — WH = OO —- Ww 


rr 
- © 


223 


Private Cases 
Civil 
| Antitrust Rights 
16 6,226 
62 
454 
41 940 
5 405 
39 1,012 
ts] 389 
43) 
1 78 
56 
3 484 
4 515 
79 
6 408 
10 
1 
26 2.468 
12 705 
3 403 
2 457 
1 186 
| 97 
4 343 
3 203 
74 
55 5,207 
} 830 
} 456 
4 199 
220 
1§ 1.230 
22 1,034 
6 970 
1 205 


Prisoner Petitions 
Mandamus 
Habees Civil and 
Corpus | Rights’ Other 
2,016 6,065 62 
80 4\ 
3461 90K 8 
458 449 1 
338 998 4 
785 557 2 
212 402 5 
3) 78 
49 95 
31 59 1 
176 419 3 
163 200 24 
67 210 1 
143 245 1 
2 4 2 
756 1,377 18 
108 392 5 
93 275 4 
105 178 
86 106 1 
88 81 
227 159 7 
33 141 1 
16 45 
1,623 4,032 46 
179 627 
119 359 1 
52 162 2 
163 490 4 
586 815 17 
315 496 4 
226 574 12 
118 300 2 
65 209 


Copyright 
Patent 


| Trademark 


109 


* THIS CATEGORY INCLUDES PRISON CONDITION CASES 
* FELA « FEDERAL EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 


Table C-4, 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


aa ape ee ee 


—— en ee ee ee ee 


~— 


U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Terminated, by Nature of Suit and Action Taken, 


Court Action 
——— . 
J 
No Betore During or 
Nature of Suit Total Court Action Total Pretrial After Pretrial Total 
— —— — See 
TOTAL CASES 249,336 38,545 210,791 162,812 20,620 7,359 
UNITED STATES CASES 50,345 7,793 42,552 40,095 1,799 658 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 452 133 319 291 22 6 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS 7,001 2,202 4,799 4,744 52 3 
OTHER CONTRACTS 2,348 1,031 1,317 1,136 139 42 
i) REAL PROPERTY 2,984 452 2,532 2,407 110 15 
TORT ACTIONS 
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY 119 22 97 64 21 12 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY 846 214 632 442 136 54 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 1,932 389 1,543 1,141 270 132 
OTHER TORTS 363 81 282 236 33 13 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
ANTITRUST 38 5 33 30 3 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT 1,516 207 1,309 966 194 149 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 1,277 145 1,132 1,034 66 32 
DEPORTATION 112 19 93 90 2 1 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 9,125 517 8,608 8,583 13 12 
HABEAS CORPUS 1,704 91 1,613 1,603 6 4 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 457 92 365 352 10 3 
CiVIL RIGHTS" 1,052 66 986 973 8 P 
LIQUOR FORFEITURES : 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 2,395 338 1,996 1,819 143 34 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 180 34 146 129 15 2 
436 79 357 324 26 ? 


OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 


By/f 


During or After Trial 


Nonjury 


Jury 
4,557 


196 


22 


Percent 


10.1 


REL ENT LS EL EES, EE TT TN EIS OSES CEST IE I a TE PUEDE ATAPI IIASA PATA IS 


Table C-4. (Continued) 


Court Action 


— 


During or After Trial 


~—- 


No Before During or Percent 
Nature of Suit Total Court Action Total Pretrial After Pretrial Total | Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 
SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT 6 2 4 4 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS 
HEALTH INSURANCE 71 ? 64 60 4 
BLACK LUNG 15 2 13 13 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 5,504 409 5,095 4,997 92 6 5 1 0.1 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 3,634 236 3,398 3,368 24 6 6 0.2 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 464 37 427 419 6 2 2 0.4 
OTHER : 
TAX SUITS 2,278 30 1,969 1,747 164 58 43 15 25 
ALL OTHER U.S. ACTIONS 4,096 673 3,423 3,123 240 60 53 7 1.5 
eo FEDERAL QUESTION 144,480 20,172 124,308 108,250 11,685 4,373 1,785 2,588 3.0 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
MARINE 2,361 471 1,890 1,583 253 54 47 7 2.3 
MILLER ACT 548 152 396 331 48 17 12 5 3.1 
OTHER CONTRACTS 3,282 730 2,552 2,154 330 68 36 32 21 
REAL PROPERTY 594 89 505 414 81 10 4 6 1.7 
TORT ACTIONS 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 1,931 480 1,451 875 487 89 6 83 46 
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY 1,857 306 1,551 1,164 296 91 50 41 49 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 8.318 426 7,892 7,553 273 66 15 51 08 
OTHER TORTS 1,387 362 1,025 846 143 36 25 1 26 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
BANKRUPTCY SUITS 4,399 386 4.013 3,906 69 38 33 5 0.9 
ANTITRUST 556 82 474 370 86 18 4 14 3.2 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT 19,976 3,419 16,557 12,018 3,365 1,174 251 923 59 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 17,265 2,689 14,576 11,505 2,187 384 210 674 51 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS 15,367 927 14,440 14,348 61 31 29 2 0.2 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 384 19 365 360 5 5 1.3 
CIVIL RIGHTS* 33,930 2,503 31,427 29,723 642 1,062 618 444 3.1 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 1,417 262 1,155 863 228 64 34 30 4.5 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 1,845 387 1,458 1,211 223 24 16 8 1.3 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 11,311 2,699 8,612 7,224 1,184 204 146 58 1.8 
COPYRIGHT 2,202 508 1,694 1,427 219 48 36 12 2.2 
PATENT 1,828 459 1,369 1,042 224 103 49 54 5.6 


7 


Table C-4. (Continued) 
Court Action 
During or After Trial 
No Betore During or Percent 
Nature of Suit Total Court Action Total Pretrial After Pretrial Total Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 
TRADEMARK 2,994 783 2,211 1,837 293 81 51 30 2.7 
CONSTITUTIONALITY 
OF STATE STATUTES 260 27 233 205 21 7 6 1 2.7 
ALL OTHER FEDERAL QUESTION 10,468 2,006 8,462 7,291 972 199 102 97 1.9 
DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 54,293 10,474 43,819 34,369 7,129 2,321 554 1,767 4.3 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
INSURANCE 6,636 1,400 5,236 4,137 855 244 83 161 3.7 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 614 128 486 391 70 25 17 8 41 
OTHER CONTRACTS 14,381 3,210 11,171 8,444 2,177 550 250 300 3.8 
REAL PROPERTY 2,138 257 1,881 1,708 118 55 22 33 2.6 
TORT ACTIONS 
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY 328 65 263 194 56 13 4 e) 4.0 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY 4,688 896 3,792 2,380 1,055 357 28 329 7.6 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 22,904 4,049 18,855 15,445 2,441 969 116 853 4.2 
OTHER TORTS 2,484 447 2,037 1,589 345 103 32 71 4.1 
ALL OTHER DIVERSITY 120 22 98 81 12 5 2 3 4.2 
LOCAL JURISDICTION 218 106 112 98 7 7 1 6 3.2 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 76 40 36 33 4 2 . 2 2.6 
REAL PROPERTY 29 12 17 15 : 2 1 1 6.9 
TORT ACTIONS 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY 4 2 2 2 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 56 21 35 27 6 2 2 3.6 
OTHER TORTS 4 4 4 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 1 1 1 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS : : : : : - : : 
INSANITY . . 
ALL OTHER LOCAL 48 31 17 16 . 1 : 1 2.1 


NOTE LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED 
* THIS CATEGORY INCLUDES PRISON CONDITION CASES. 
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Table C-4A. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Terminated, by District and Action Taken, 
During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Court Action 
L During or After Trial 
No During or Percent 
Circuit and District Total Court Action Total Before Pretrial After Pretrial | Total Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 

TOTAL 249,336 38,545 210,791 182,812 20,620 7,359 2,802 4,557 3.0 
Dc 2,778 728 2,050 1,901 72 77 % 41 2.8 
1ST 7,293 1,674 5,619 4,128 1,210 261 95 186 3.9 

ME 711 267 444 316 81 47 13 34 6.6 
MA 3,454 984 2,470 1,782 565 123 52 71 3.6 
NH 679 51 628 293 315 20 6 14 29 
Ri 680 206 474 235 206 33 12 21 4.9 
PR 1,769 166 1,603 1,502 43 58 12 46 3.3 
2ND 23,225 5,397 17,828 13,918 3,229 681 200 481 2.9 

CT 2,875 1,842 1,033 901 19 113 29 84 3.9 
NY,N 1,969 213 1,756 1,366 308 82 21 61 42 
NY,E 6,183 1,302 4,881 3,789 941 151 52 99 24 
NY,S 10,228 1,953 8,275 6,169 1,828 278 83 195 27 
NY, W 1,529 30 1,499 1,332 128 39 15 24 26 
VT 441 57 384 361 5 18 18 41 
3RD 20,752 2,753 17,999 14,273 3,025 701 492 3.4 

DE 703 34 669 623 9 37 11 26 5.3 
NJ 6,520 703 5,817 3,438 2,214 165 80 85 25 
PAE 8,080 925 7,155 6,351 520 284 65 219 3.5 
PA.M 2,078 90 1,988 1,807 98 83 18 65 4.0 
PA,W 2,959 807 2,152 1,854 175 123 33 90 42 
vi 412 194 218 200 9 9 2 7 2.2 
4TH 20,829 3,242 17,587 15,385 1,557 645 215 430 3.1 

MD 4,295 671 3,624 3,225 284 115 48 67 2.7 
NC,E 1,501 264 1,237 1,196 12 29 9 20 1.9 
NC,M 1,088 168 920 757 149 14 4 10 1.3 
NC,W 1,085 213 872 787 60 25 5 20 2.3 
Sc 3,903 824 3,079 2,256 618 205 57 148 5.3 
VA.E 4,281 432 3,849 3,405 296 148 62 86 3.5 
VA,W 1,822 559 1,262 1,075 118 70 22 48 3.8 
WV,N 778 46 732 711 7 14 14 1.8 
WV,S 2,076 65 2,011 1,973 13 25 8 17 1.2 
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Table C-4A. (Continued) 
Court Action 
if During or After Trial 
No During or Percent 
Circuit and District Total Court Action Total Before Pretrial | After Pretrial Total Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 

STH 31,105 3,513 27,592 24,805 1,690 1,097 $02 595 3.5 
LAE 3,724 103 3,621 2,747 684 190 137 53 5.1 
LAM 1,659 51 1,608 1,588 :; 20 4 16 1.2 
LA,W 2,830 440 2,390 2,173 113 104 42 62 3.7 
MS,N 1,207 76 1,131 819 219 93 38 55 77 
MS,S 2,325 937 1,388 1,252 34 92 40 52 4.0 
TX,N 5,898 13 5,885 5,725 17 143 69 74 2.4 
TX.E 3,927 436 3,491 3,060 267 164 75 89 4.2 
TX,S 6,042 504 5,538 5,067 306 165 53 112 27 
TX.W 3,493 953 2,540 2,364 50 126 44 82 3.6 
6TH 28,509 3,901 24,608 20,888 3,146 574 192 382 2.0 
KY,E 1,876 164 1,712 1,566 100 46 13 33 25 
KY,W 1,524 143 1,381 1,052 284 45 - 39 3.0 
MILE 5,605 2,002 3,603 2,098 1,415 90 26 64 16 
MI.W 1,729 118 1,611 1,547 23 41 18 23 24 
OH,N 9,917 556 9,361 8,708 569 84 52 32 0.8 
OH,S 2.709 249 2,460 1,972 439 49 16 33 18 
TNE 1,934 385 1,549 1,154 288 107 29 78 5.5 
TN.M 1,627 87 1,540 1,462 26 52 15 37 3.2 
TN.W 1,588 197 1,391 1,329 2 60 17 43 3.8 
7TH 18,903 3,120 15,783 13,183 2,095 505 193 312 2.7 

iL.N 8.929 1,684 7,245 6,132 916 197 86 111 2.2 
iL.C 1,393 204 1,189 1,124 18 47 13 34 3.4 
iL,S 1,523 93 1,430 1,337 32 61 20 41 4.0 
IN.N 1,915 96 1,819 1,080 679 60 26 34 3.1 
IN.S 2,849 496 2,353 2,109 204 40 12 28 1.4 
WILE 1,438 437 1,001 931 11 59 25 34 4.1 
WI Ww 856 110 746 470 235 41 11 30 4.8 
8TH 16,229 2,516 13,713 11,581 1,203 929 448 481 5.7 
AR.E 2,429 379 2,050 1,806 ? 237 158 79 98 
AR.W 941 14 927 796 1 130 78 52 13.8 
IAN 781 37 744 666 4 74 49 25 9.5 
iA,S 1,187 91 1,096 764 253 79 47 32 6.7 
MN 3,083 586 2,497 1,661 764 72 17 55 2.3 
MO,E 3,104 562 2,542 2,384 16 142 36 106 46 
MO,W 2,726 506 2,220 2,149 2 69 11 58 25 
NE 1,174 139 1,035 856 98 81 40 41 6.9 
ND 336 104 232 189 27 16 4 12 48 
SD 468 98 370 310 31 29 ~ 21 6.2 


Table C-4A. (Continued) 
| Court Action 
During or After Trial 

No During or Percent 

Circuit and District Totai Court Action Totai Before Pretriai After Pretrial Totai Nonjury Jury Reaching Triai 
9TH 36,631 7,707 28,3924 27,776 475 673 300 373 1.8 
AK 595 50 545 523 3 a 6 2 1.3 
AZ 3,372 543 2.829 2.73% ct 63 25 38 3 
CA.N 5.878 1.977 3,907 3,792 12 103 46 57 18 
CAE 3.133 754 2.373 2.322 4 53 15 38 1.7 
CA,C 10,022 2,557 7,465 7.243 66 156 a4 72 1.6 
CAS 2.677 68 2.609 2.568 3 33 1g 14 12 
HI 1.297 814 483 471 12 8 4 3.3 
iD 581 35 546 414 109 23 6 17 40 
MT 771 190 581 437 130 4 3 5 18 
NV 2.103 257 1 846 1.754 47 45 21 24 21 
OR 2.402 262 2.140 2.058 10 72 14 38 3.0 
WAE 782 64 718 701 7 10 3 ’ 3 
WA.W 2.870 117 2.753 2.649 27 77 37 40 2.7 
GUAM 33 8 85 83 2 ? t 22 
NMI 55 17 38 3 17 2 Z 3.6 
10TH 12,912 1,259 11,653 3,659 1,544 450 % 354 3.5 
co 3,066 7 2.987 2.645 223 113 3§ 78 3.7 
KS 2.033 390 1.643 1.414 157 72 18 Se 3.5 
NM 1.977 169 1.808 ’ 499 252 57 13 as 29 
OK.N 1.152 80 1.072 1.000 ct) 42 3 s 36 
OK.E 742 154 588 495 65 28 2 26 3.8 
OK, W 2.184 213 1 965 1228 645 32 4 85 42 
UT 1.335 22 1.313 286 7 20 7 13 5 
wy 423 146 277 32 159 26 6 20 6.1 
11TH 30,170 2,735 27,435 25,315 1,374 746 316 430 25 
ALN 6.030 1.008 5.022 4,757 158 107 36 2? 1.8 
ALM 1.831 31 1.800 +624 38 78 393 33 43 
ALS 1.214 7 1,117 1.077 17 23 8 1§ 1.9 
FL.N 1.680 113 1 567 1.526 6 35 13 22 21 
FL.M 6,394 384 6.010 5.691 147 172 51 121 27 
FL.S 6.277 7 5.970 5,894 7 63 31 38 1.1 
GA.N 4.236 476 3,760 2.729 886 145 58 87 34 
GAM 1.274 201 1.073 1.018 3 47 16 31 3:7 
GA.S 1.234 118 1.116 393 47 70 14 56 5.7 


NOTE LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED 


Table C-5. 


U.S. District Courts—Time Intervals From Filing to Disposition of Civil Cases 
Terminated, by District and Method of Disposition, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Total Cases 


Time Intervals in 


Months 

Number 10 Pet, 10 Pet. 

Circuit and of Less More 
District Cases Than |Median I Then 
TOTAL 167,165 2 8 23 

oc 2,114 1 7 256 
18T 6,381 2 8 27 

ME 613 2 7 14 
MA 3,070 2 i) 27 
NH 545 1 10 28 
Ri 613 2 7 18 
PR 1,540 2 4 33 
2ND 19,003 2 10 35 

cT 2,323 3 12 39 
NY,N 1,203 3 14 37 
NY,E §,371 2 y 33 
NY,.S 8,657 2 4 35 
NY.W 1,096 2 11 36 
vT 353 1 i) 24 
3RD 16,659 1 7 22 

DE 483 2 11 24 
NJ 5,809 1 7 25 
PAE 6,663 1 6 19 
PA.M 1,212 1 4 21 
PAW 2,305 2 8 22 
vi 387 2 15 44 
4TH 14,796 2 7 19 

MD 3,098 1 6 19 
NCE 929 1 7 19 
NC,.M 611 2 4 20 
NC.W 820 2 8 25 
sc 3,068 2 8 20 
VA.E 2,800 1 5 11 
VA.W 1,099 2 y 23 
WV.N 544 2 8 23 
wv.s 1,827 3 5 14 


No Court Action 


Court Action 


During or After 
Before Pretrial Pretrial 
| “—e a Time iotervals Time intervals 
in Months in Months 
Number /10 Pet. | 10 Pet. | Number | 10 Pet. 10 Pet. Number | 10 Pet. 10 Pet. 
of Less More at Less More of Less More 
Cases | Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than (Median Than | Cases | Than |Median | Than 
34,307 1 6 20 3=©126,767 1 7 21 10,676 5 13 20 
588 1 6 25 1,386 1 6 24 69 3 12 27 
1,533 1 6 20 3,404 2 8 27 1,171 4 13 28 
247 1 5 cB 240 2 6 13 79 7 12 16 
899 1 7 23 1,503 2 8 25 549 3 14 29 
44 1 3 7 186 1 2 12 296 7 16 32 
201 1 4 1 176 2 7 19 204 4 y 18 
142 1 5 21 1,299 2 y 34 43 9 20 28 
4,802 2 9 32 10,534 1 7 32 3,049 5 15 a) 
1,489 2 12 36 708 3 12 39 18 9 17 32 
187 2 7 21 662 2 11 35 294 9 20 52 
1,195 2 6 26 3,145 2 i) 31 883 6 16 39 
1,655 3 1 35 4,804 1 5 31 1,739 5 14 40 
26 1 3 8 935 2 10 32 110 7 22 54 
50 1 8 21 280 1 y 23 5 . . 
2,660 1 5 15 10,619 1 6 20 2,951 5 12 30 
34 1 3 16 412 2 11 24 7 ; 
690 1 4 10 2,817 1 5 17 2.145 5 13 32 
921 1 4 8 4,965 1 b 20 519 5 4 16 
80 1 2 10 965 1 7 21 98 10 14 23 
746 1 6 19 1,280 1 7 18 173 4 18 35 
189 2 14 49 180 2 15 41 y . 
2,765 1 5 1§ 9,907 2 6 8 1,524 5 1 23 
585 2 6 15 2,135 1 5 17 272 6 13 26 
250 1 4 12 641 2 8 19 11 4 20 29 
167 1 5 15 281 2 K 20 149 7 12 20 
208 2 8 23 528 2 8 24 60 6 13 32 
799 2 6 15 1,469 2 7 19 606 5 12 23 
384 1 3 7 1,989 1 5 12 289 3 7 "1 
305 2 7 22 618 2 9 23 118 6 13 23 
16 1 3 16 507 2 8 23 7 : : 
51 1 6 1 1,739 3 5 13 12 1 4 33 


ys 
Xy 


A 


Trial 
Time intervais 
| in Months 
Number 10 Pet. 10 Pet. 

of Less More 
Cases Than | Median) The 
6,235 8 18 39 
71 y 17 60 
273 4 20 39 
47 9 12 20 
119 6 22 42 
19 13 20 36 
32 4 1§ 27 
56 12 24 43 
618 9 25 53 
108 13 32 61 
60 13 24 §1 
148 15 28 55 
259 4 19 47 
25 16 31 60 
18 13 20 29 
629 7 17 39 
30 2 12 25 
157 4 24 44 
258 7 13 30 
69 4 15 29 
106 11 23 48 
9 . : 
600 7 14 28 
106 4 19 32 
27 9 1€ 26 
14 5 i8 26 
24 7 17 32 
194 4 16 28 
138 5 4 14 
58 8 13 24 
14 | 12 28 
25 5 14 27 


Table C-5. (Continued) 


Circuit and 
District 


LAE 
LA.M 
LAW 
MS,.N 
MS,S 
TX.N 
TXE 
TS 
TX.W 


KY.E 
KY W 
MILE 

MILW 
OH,N 
OH,S 
TNE 
™N.M 
TN.W 


1L,N 
L.C 
1L,S 
IN.N 
IN.S 
WiE 
wiw 


ARE 
AR.W 
1A.N 
1A.S 
MN 
MO.E 
MO.W 
NE 
ND 
SO 


6TH 


7TH 


8TH 


5TH 


Total Cases 


Time intervals in 
Months 


10 Pet. 
More 


10 Pet. 
Less 
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No Court Action 


! 


Time intervals 
in Months 
Number (10 Pet. 10 Pet. 
of Less More 
| Cases | Than |Median| Than | 

2,678 1 6 19 
87 1 2 8 
17 1 11 28 
306 2 8 23 
52 1 4 9 
759 1 7 18 
y . : 
244 2 7 26 
415 1 6 18 
789 1 6 16 
3,572 1 4 16 
155 1 7 20 
136 1 4 15 
1,853 1 3 13 
97 1 3 9 
544 2 6 18 
242 2 5 23 
352 2 7 19 
77 2 7 20 
116 1 2 10 
2,743 1 5 18 
1,594 1 6 20 
178 1 10 25 
87 1 4 14 
89 1 4 12 
332 1 6 19 
364 1 3 14 
99 1 2 3 
2,316 1 6 18 
336 2 10 18 
14 1 4 15 
35 1 2 4 
82 2 4 4 
573 1 3 13 
526 2 11 23 
420 3 y 18 
139 1 3 12 
103 2 6 14 
88 2 7 17 


Before Pretrial 


Time intervals 
in Months 

Number | 10 Pet. (10 Pet 
of Less _ More 
Cases ] Than |Median Than 
14,301 2 7 21 
2,125 1 7 16 
953 1 12 33 
1,395 2 9 21 
357 2 8 22 
652 2 8 19 
3,262 1 7 18 
955 2 8 22 
3,273 2 7 19 
1,329 1 7 20 
16,166 1 4 18 
1,232 1 8 17 
642 1 6 20 
1,256 2 7 1§ 
908 2 8 20 
8,150 1 2 14 
1,471 1 q 23 
769 2 8 17 
902 1 7 23 
836 1 8 22 
9,139 1 5 19 
5,042 1 4 17 
624 2 5 23 
781 2 7 19 
537 1 5 14 
1,314 2 8 23 
620 1 9 24 
221 1 3 10 
7,459 2 8 24 
994 2 9 18 
633 2 7 16 
458 2 8 28 
358 1 6 18 
1,308 2 8 37 
1,582 2 9 24 
1,160 2 y 21 
593 1 7 17 
167 2 9 18 
206 3 9 21 


x 
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Court Action 
During or After 


Pretrial 
Time intervais 
in Months 
10 Pet. 10 Pet. 
Less More 
Than |Median| Than 
5 12 26 
8 13 28 
J 18 29 
4 1 19 
1 15 37 
4 14 42 
5 9 20 
2 10 21 
6 12 32 
6 13 26 
13 20 37 
5 14 32 
7 13 23 
10 14 26 
6 13 34 
4 12 28 
7 13 29 
6 12 33 
4 11 26 
4 10 28 
22 40 64 
12 21 38 
5 12 23 
8 15 27 
3 21 30 
3 7 11 
6 14 27 
4 17 28 
6 12 25 
3 15 21 
10 18 34 
a) 16 25 
13 19 27 


Number 10 Pet.| 


790 
145 
17 
103 
59 
63 
92 
80 
127 
104 


Cases Than | Median 


Trial 
Time intervals 
in Months 
10 Pet. 

Less More 
Than 

4 7 32 
9 17 33 
14 20 29 
y 18 38 
12 19 37 
1 16 32 
7 15 36 
4 15 23 
) 18 30 
7 14 23 
4 19 40 
5 19 38 
8 22 50 
9 18 43 
8 16 31 
10 19 44 
6 24 43 
8 15 27 
4 21 34 
12 23 50 
8 20 46 
4 23 52 
13 30 61 
16 23 40 
1 16 25 
10 18 35 
13 21 44 
5 ) 13 
a 18 35 
4 16 29 
4 12 28 
1 17 35 
7 20 32 
1 20 49 
1 19 43 
6 17 29 
13 21 32 
15 20 30 
4 21 27 


Table C-5. (Continued) 


Circuit and 
District 


9TH 


WA.E 
WA,W 
GUAM 
NMI 


10TH 
CO 
KS 
NM 
OK,N 
OK.E 
OK,W 
UT 
wy 


11TH 
AL,.N 
AL.M 
ALS 
FL.N 
FL.M 
FL.S 
GA,N 
GA,M 
GAS 


NOTE 


26,995 
445 
1,977 
4,443 
1,665 
8,262 
1,765 
1,146 
420 
644 
1,429 
1,835 
454 
2,387 
68 

55 


22,631 
5,201 
1,302 

932 
800 
4,598 
4,936 
3,225 
767 
870 


Total Cases 


Time Intervals in 
Months 


10 Pct. 
More 


10 Pet. 
Less 
Than 


21 
28 


= 


_ 
On On man oN ON OCN OO Nw 
Lae) 
— 


—_——- =—-§ NON —|- OW—- NO —-— NNN LH = 


23 


24 


a 
NNO NOOO OQeeD @ 
o 


mon —- —$ HH NH DH #W 


— 


NNO @OnN OODOnNwN - @ 
w 
~~ 


Nyown—- OO MH WH — —/ HW 


Than 
—= 


No Court Action 


Time intervals 


Before Pretrial 


Time Intervals 


in Months in Months 

Number (10 Pct. 10 Pct. | Number | 10 Pct. 10 Pet. 
of Less More of Less More 
Cases | Than Median) Than | Cases Than Median Than 
7,144 2 7 20 18,779 1 7 20 
39 1 5 27 390 2 9 27 
442 1 6 21 1,461 2 y 26 
1,889 2 8 23 2,443 1 6 22 
553 2 8 22 1,067 2 9 26 
2,514 1 7 18 5,533 1 5 17 
65 1 3 12 1,663 2 7 20 
800 2 7 21 335 1 6 20 
26 1 4 10 269 3 11 25 
165 2 4 20 337 3 10 33 
217 1 8 24 1,136 1 7 21 
240 1 5 18 1,515 2 8 20 
58 2 4 13 380 2 8 16 
111 1 4 14 2,173 1 8 17 
8 . . 58 1 7 19 

17 1 1 5 19 1 6 16 
1,158 1 4 13 6,813 2 8 23 
76 1 4 10 1,927 2 7 23 
372 2 5 15 837 2 7 18 
164 1 4 13 1,123 2 9 25 
79 1 6 14 762 2 9 18 
150 1 4 9 289 2 6 14 
182 1 4 11 765 1 6 16 
19 1 11 34 1,058 2 11 33 
116 1 4 13 52 2 10 35 
2,348 1 5 16 18,260 2 ~ 22 
778 1 8 17 4,171 2 11 21 
29 1 5 14 1,117 1 6 16 
97 1 4 11 797 2 8 18 
94 2 6 17 675 2 8 23 
373 1 4 15 3,910 2 9 40 
276 1 7 20 4,586 1 7 21 
443 1 3 10 1,780 2 7 21 
163 2 5 21 553 3 13 35 
95 1 5 12 671 2 6 21 
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Court Action 


During or After 
Pretrial 


Time intervals 
in Months 


10 Pet. 


Less More 


8 17 34 
8 22 4) 
17 19 41 
7 19 34 
9 17 34 
7 15 30 
9 14 27 
10 16 21 
8 13 20 
3 9 13 
7 10 23 
7 18 47 
9 14 30 
5 11 22 
9 12 19 
5 6 10 
2 8 16 
5 8 14 
6 13 24 
10 17 27 
8 13 22 
12 14 17 
10 15 26 
6 12 23 
9 13 20 


10 Pct. 


| Than [Median Than 


677 


168 


138 


Trial 
Time Intervals 
in Months 
10 Pet. 10 Pet. 
Less More 
Than | Median) Than 
10 20 41 
11 25 44 
11 22 47 
12 27 41 
8 19 40 
5 17 30 
y 19 31 
15 22 99 
6 24 4) 
18 26 36 
8 16 30 
12 13 20 
12 16 21 
8 15 33 
10 21 45 
) 18 32 
11 15 29 
8 13 30 
6 8 13 
8 13 24 
2 2 41 
8 12 20 
9 19 37 
3 16 30 
11 19 46 
11 16 31 
13 16 40 
13 20 36 
12 20 41 
10 23 39 
5 22 35 
5) 14 28 


TIME INTERVALS COMPUTED ONLY IF 10 OR MORE CASES THIS TABLE EXCLUDES LAND CONDEMNATIONS, PRISONER PETITIONS, AND DEPORTATION REVIEWS INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR MEDIAN TIME AND 


FOR 10 PERCENT OF THE SLOWEST AND THE FASTEST CASES FOR EXAMPLE TiHE TIME INTERVAL OF THE FASTEST 10 PERCENT OF TOTAL CASES TERMINATED FOR THE NATION WAS LESS THAN 2 MONTHS, THE 
SLOWEST 10 PERCENT EXCEEDED 23 MONTHS 
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Table C-6. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Pending, by District and Length of Time Pending, 
as of September 30, 1997 


Length of Time Pending 


Less Than 1 1to2 2to3 

Circuit and District Total Year Years Years 
TOTAL 273,320 170,079 59,681 20,918 

DC 2,883 1,823 533 254 
1ST 7,710 4,959 1,441 574 

ME 442 401 27 8 
MA 3,555 2,319 751 283 
NH 646 405 166 48 
RI 629 465 113 28 
PR 2,438 1,369 384 207 
2ND 30,601 16,723 6,893 3,468 

CT 3,973 2,098 973 443 
NY,N 3,003 1,429 721 396 
NYE 9,086 5,343 1,978 801 
NY,S 11,823 6,435 2,624 1,455 
NY, .W 2,278 1,117 510 349 
VT 438 301 87 24 
3RD 19,103 13,286 3,588 1,397 

DE 777 518 159 67 
NJ 5,748 3,893 1,161 427 
PAE 7,161 5,384 1,151 520 
PAM 1,583 1,119 343 75 
PA,W 3,024 2,040 611 229 
Vi 810 332 163 79 
4TH 14,734 11,408 2,282 727 

MD 3,384 2,393 603 278 
NC,E 980 811 139 20 
NC,M 935 728 150 39 
NCW 1,083 796 194 66 
SC 3,306 2,632 516 118 
VA.E 2,145 1,876 184 54 
VA.W 1,407 996 286 91 
WV,N 534 371 82 36 
WV.S 960 805 128 25 


44 7 


3 Years or More 

Number Percent* 
22,642 8.3 
273 9.5 
736 9.5 
6 1.4 
202 5.7 
27 4.2 
23 3.7 
478 19.6 
3,517 11.5 
459 11.6 
457 15.2 
964 10.6 
1,309 11.1 
302 13.3 
26 5.9 
832 4.4 
33 4.2 
267 4.6 
106 1.5 
46 2.9 
144 48 
236 29.1 
317 2.2 
110 3.3 
10 1.0 

18 19 

27 2.5 
40 1.2 

31 1.4 
34 2.4 
45 8.4 

2 2 


(SPR AH SS NEM ENE AT SO SE BN IIT ED TIED ITN REI BEI OTE I STO TIN GTI aE ETI CEE I EE EEE DE ET 
Table C-6. (Continued) 


Length of Time Pending 
3 Years o; More 
Less Than 1 1to2 2to3 nee te, aaa 
Circuit and District Total Year Years Years Number Percent* 
5TH 39,502 21,485 12,427 3,275 2,315 5.9 
LA,E 3,077 2,372 524 109 72 2.3 
LA,M 10,582 749 6,672 1,599 1,562 14.8 
LA,W 2,461 1,763 512 97 89 3.6 
MS,N 1,118 787 220 57 54 48 
MS,S 2,130 1,566 433 93 38 1.8 
TX,N 4,168 3,007 787 256 118 2.8 
TX,E 6,038 4,533 1,056 366 83 1.4 
TX,S 7,254 4,542 1,830 620 262 3.6 
TX,W 2,674 2,166 393 78 37 1.4 
6TH 34,431 28,104 4,279 1,296 752 2.2 
KY.E 2,138 1,653 327 101 57 2.7 
KYW 1,474 1,017 293 76 88 6.0 
MIE 15,212 14,127 786 200 99 7 
MI,W 1,452 1,113 254 57 28 1.9 
OH,N 5,790 4,829 633 181 147 2.5 
OH,S 3,706 2,176 961 393 176 4.7 
TN,E 2,168 1,489 515 94 70 3.2 
™N.M 1,357 893 288 121 55 4.1 
™N,.W 1,134 807 222 73 32 2.8 
7TH 16,020 10,563 3,361 1,231 865 5.4 
1L,N 7,700 4,991 1,562 648 499 6.5 
IL,C 1,236 761 289 131 55 4.4 
IL,S 1,281 877 250 96 58 45 
IN,N 1,861 1,102 499 132 128 6.9 
INS 2,500 1,739 524 164 73 2.9 
WIE 1,109 771 227 59 52 47 
WIWwW 333 322 10 1 . 
8TH 14,120 10,221 2,842 746 311 2.2 
AR,E 2,309 1,713 490 84 22 1.0 
AR,W 779 664 103 12 - 
|A,N 669 440 146 55 28 4.2 
1A,S 1,037 698 224 92 23 2.2 
MN 2,354 1,688 469 137 60 2.5 
MO,E 2,892 1,970 652 175 95 3.3 
MO ,.W 2,485 1,868 432 125 60 2.4 
NE 893 654 197 34 8 9 
ND 281 222 45 q 5 1.8 
SD 421 304 84 23 10 2.4 


32 


Table C-6. (Continued) 


Length of Time Pending 
3 Years or More 
Less Than 1 1to2 2to3 
Circuit and District Total Year Years Years Number Percent* 
STH 35,435 23,323 7,921 2,547 1,644 4.6 
AK 710 389 152 116 53 7.5 
AZ 4,023 2,324 1,085 387 227 5.6 
CA,N 5,261 3,266 1,128 484 383 7.3 
CA,E 4,277 2,509 1,009 453 306 7.2 
CA,C 8,363 5,994 1,532 504 333 40 
CA,S 2,771 1,336 1,290 97 48 1.7 
HI 1,510 1,210 180 65 55 3.6 
ID 738 481 187 40 30 41 
MT 826 466 203 74 83 10.0 
NV 2,256 1,654 421 142 39 1.7 
OR 1,893 1,422 317 116 38 2.0 
WA,E 522 389 105 13 15 29 
WA,W 2,162 1,810 283 50 19 3 
GUAM 73 35 21 5 12 16.4 
NMI 50 38 8 1 3 6.0 
10TH 11,105 7,534 2,055 923 593 5.3 
co 2,765 1,719 540 297 209 7.6 
KS 1,743 1,147 397 147 52 3.0 
NM 1,643 1,135 279 124 105 6.4 
OK,N 1,108 836 213 33 26 23 
OK,E 515 433 60 20 2 4 
OK,W 1,446 1,233 165 31 17 1.2 
UT 1,452 776 349 196 131 9.0 
WY 433 255 52 75 51 11.8 
; 47,676 20,650 12,059 4,480 10,487 22.0 
AL,N 23,102 3,602 7,026 2.812 9,662 418 
AL.M 1,471 1,070 268 76 57 39 
AL.S 1,134 769 208 99 58 5.1 
FL.N 1.678 1,084 401 152 41 24 
FL.M 6,485 4,345 1,328 497 315 49 
FL.S 6,646 4,739 1,361 351 195 29 
GA.N 4,063 3,084 761 187 31 8 
GA,M 2,086 1,192 519 250 125 6.0 
GA,S 1,011 765 187 56 3 3 


* PERCENT NOT COMPUTED FOR FEWER THAN 10 CASES 


Table C-7. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil and Criminal Trials Completed, by District, 
During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Civil Criminai 
Totai 
Circuit and District All Triais Total Nonjury Jury Totai Nonjury Jury 

TOTAL 16,969 10,155 5.664 4,49" 6.814 2,882 3,932 
oc 256 136 a4 42 120 33 8&7 

1ST 627 407 196 211 220 86 134 
ME 59 34 14 20 25 0 1§ 
WA 272 200 38 102 72 13 53 
NH 43 23 11 18 4 6 8 
Ri 76 48 ‘3 23 28 0 18 
PR 177 396 54 2 8° 47 14 

2ND 1,729 1,225 655 $70 504 224 280 
CT 253 195 4a 101 58 25 33 
NY_N 117 76 4 42 47 17 24 
NYE 500 337 181 156 163 74 83 
NYS 720 535 310 225 185 80 105 
NY W 73 54 31 23 25 6 3 
vT 60 28 5 23 32 22 10 

3RD 1,309 963 455 506 346 140 206 
DE 60 48 28 20 12 5 7 
NJ 290 200 114 86 30 3 59 
PAE 487 405 162 243 82 3 69 
PAM 216 139 63 70 77 54 23 
PAW 203 153 72 3 SO 24 2 
vi 53 18 0 4 35 3 22 

4TH 1,664 957 588 369 707 302 405 
MC 282 50 33 57 132 59 73 
NCE 66 23 12 1 43 4 39 
NC.M 7 21 11 10 46 17 23 
NCW 175 39 87 12 76 47 23 
sc 321 242 23 113 73 27 $2 
VAE 414 218 128 30 196 85 
VA.W 138 75 33 42 63 22 4 
WYN 83 os 50 4 g 7 12 
wv.s 118 65 45 20 53 4 3 
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a 


Table C-7. (Continued) 


| 
Civil’ | Criminal 
| ! ] 
Total | 
Circuit and District All Trials Total | Nonjury | Jury Total | Nonjury Jury 

5TH 2,700 1,714 1,136 578 986 463 503 
LAE 207 168 94 70 19 19 20 
LA.M 37 24 13 11 13 j 10 
LAW 158 104 64 16 54 iT 6 
MSN 108 He 40 52 2b (a) 18 
MS.S 71 121 72 49 50 13 7 
TX.N 419 309 232 7? 110 i9 71 
TX.E 245 155 84 71 90 45 45 
™XS 863 525 390 135 138 202 136 
TX.W 492 226 149 77 266 136 130 

6TH 1,261 769 404 385 472 160 312 
KY.E 102 42 12 30 60 24 36 
KY W 100 57 19 38 43 17 26 
MILE 203 128 52 76 75 ) 66 
MILW 107 55 32 23 52 24 28 
OWH.N 207 158 95 63 49 3) 4) 
OW.S 128 92 58 34 46 16 20 
™E 135 84 14 45 61 1§ 36 
™TN.M 138 93 53 40 45 28 17 
™N.W 141 80 44 16 61 19 42 

7TH 980 633 362 271 347 146 201 
1L.N 364 281 174 107 83 3) 46 
IL.C 92 48 21 27 44 18 26 
iL.S 120 46 20 26 74 37 37 
IN|N 101 51 25 26 50 17 13 
IN.'S 157 110 85 25 47 28 19 
WILE 87 52 23 29 35 ? 28 
Wwiw 59 45 14 31 14 y 12 

6TH 1.224 736 381 355 488 208 280 
ARE 254 172 94 8 82 51 ‘1 
AR W 107 92 48 44 15 6 y 
1A.N 66 25 15 10 4) 15 26 
IAS 110 ‘1 16 15 'y 54 25 
MN 104 61 17 44 43 j 40 
MO.E 172 130 65 65 42 - 34 
MO.W 158 105 61 44 53 19 44 
NE 116 79 49 30 37 17 20 
ND 36 14 6 4 22 10 12 
SD 101 27 10 17 74 25 49 
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Table C-7. (Continued) 
Civil’ Criminal 
] 
Total | 
Circuit and District All Trials Total Nonjury Jury Total Nonjury Jury 

OTH 2,059 012 518 304 1,147 409 658 
AK 3 15 ie 4 16 4 12 
AZ 295 96 59 37 199 111 8a 
CA.N 190 118 $7 61 r2 26 46 
CAE 124 55 26 29 69 23 46 
CAC 390 224 9 134 166 17 149 
CAS 267 43 22 2! 224 124 100 
HI 62 1 "1 5 46 22 24 
iD 46 20 12 8 26 10 16 
MI 58 12 ? 5 46 "1 35 
NV 116 69 47 22 47 5 42 
OR 136 72 a7 25 64 32 32 
WA.E 141 47 42 5 94 70 24 
WA.W 174 116 8) 35 58 26 32 
GUAM 23 5 4 ) 18 8 10 
NMI 6 4 2 2 2 2 

10TH 1,165 615 290 325 550 316 234 
co 252 163 88 75 89 54 35 
KS 187 99 55 44 88 49 39 
NM 238 "1 42 29 167 96 m1 
OK.N 108 60 28 32 48 26 22 
OK.E 76 44 18 26 32 21 11 
OK.W 178 106 26 80 72 43 29 
UT 70 43 24 19 27 10 17 
wy 56 29 4 20 27 17 10 

11TH 1,995 1,068 585 483 927 295 632 
AL,N 228 173 92 81 55 19 36 
AL.M 84 $3 27 26 31 5 26 
ALS 141 73 54 19 68 32 36 
FL.N 169 43 16 2? 126 54 12 
FL.M 311 160 66 94 151 38 113 
FL.S 473 197 115 82 276 4) 235 
GA.N 342 215 129 86 127 62 
GA.M 121 62 32 30 59 32 27 
GAS 126 92 54 38 34 12 Me 


NOTE THIS TABLE INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES ARE EXCLUDED THIS TABLE INCLUDES LAND 
CONDEMNATION TRIALS. HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS HEARINGS ON CONTESTED MOTIONS. MISCELLANEOUS CIVIL CASES. AND OTHER CONTESTED 
PROCEEDINGS IN WHICH EVIDENCE IS INTRODUCED 

‘ INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES 
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Table C-8. 
U.S. District Courts—Length of Civil and Criminal Trials Completed, by District, 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Civil Trials 


= ——— j 
Total 1 | 2 | 3 4to9 [ase | 20 Days | 1 

Circuit and District; AllTriais | Total Day Days Days Days Days or More | Total Day 

TOTAL 16,969 10,155 4,459 1,561 1,271 2,449 353 62 6,614 2,945 
oc 256 136 65 "1 10 42 8 . 120 27 

18ST 627 407 128 $1 55 141 29 3 220 76 
MAE 59 34 q 4 4 11 1 25 11 
MA 272 200 52 22 30 80 13 3 72 7 
NH 43 29 1 4 3 10 1 14 ? 
Ri 76 48 17 1 4 10 6 28 11 
PR 177 96 39 10 4 30 4 81 40 

2ND 1,729 1,225 445 187 166 366 54 7 504 181 
cT 253 195 71 20 31 66 6 1 58 29 
NY.N 117 76 21 13 13 26 3 4) 19 
NY.E 500 337 142 46 46 82 18 163 48 
NY.S 720 535 185 95 66 163 23 3 185 55 
NY.W 79 54 12 9 8 21 4 25 4 
vT 60 28 14 4 2 8 32 26 

3RD 1,309 963 345 147 120 297 43 1 346 133 
DE 60 48 17 3 6 19 3 . 12 6 
NJ 290 200 71 34 24 45 20 6 90 26 
PAE 487 405 120 72 5. 137 12 5 82 4 
PAM 216 139 71 17 19 31 1 77 56 
PAW 203 153 57 17 11 61 7 50 22 
vi 53 18 4 4 1 4 35 14 

4TH 1,664 957 542 162 98 136 14 5 707 380 
MD 282 150 63 25 22 35 5 132 53 
NC.E 66 23 10 6 2 3 1 1 43 12 
NC.M 67 21 6 3 1 1 46 14 
NC .W 175 99 89 2 1 6 1 76 51 
Sc 321 242 124 42 27 43 5 1 79 36 
VA.E 414 218 115 50 25 25 2 1 196 138 
VA.W 138 75 48 14 8 5 63 34 
WV.N 83 64 45 10 4 5 19 4 
WV.S 118 65 42 4 6 8 53 33 
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Criminal Trials 


| od 


yo cw coc © 


409 
Days 


1,476 


51 


] 


| 


10 to 19 
Days 


293 


7 


20 Days 
or More 


101 


-_ — © 


16 
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Table C-8. (Continued) 
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Civil Trials Criminal Trials 
Total 1 2 3 4to9 | 10t019 | 20Days | ' 2 3 4to9 | 10t019| 20Days 

Circuit and District; All Trials | Total Te [ Days | __ Days cE ; | Days | orMore | Total | Day | _Days | Days | Days | Days | or More 

5TH 2,700 1,714 1,047 273 180 196 17 1 986 537 199 104 122 16 4 
LAE 207 168 82 37 19 28 2 , 39 20 9 / 6 2 / 
LA.M 37 24 13 5 1 4 1 . 13 4 6 1 2 
LAW 158 104 53 26 "1 14 . 54 21 12 "1 / 
MS.N 108 82 28 31 12 11 , 26 9 10 2 / 
MS S 171 121 58 25 20 14 4 50 18 8 =) 13 1 1 
TX,N 419 309 211 33 25 37 3 110 49 25 9 22 5 
TX.E 245 159 82 29 22 21 1 90 46 16 16 1 / 
TX,S 863 525 384 52 38 45 5 { 338 226 49 18 37 3 5 
TX.W 492 226 136 35 32 22 1 266 144 64 37 18 2 1 

6TH 1,261 789 313 120 122 199 28 7 472 166 64 BS 130 22 5 
KY.E 102 42 10 7 11 11 2 1 60 28 15 8 8 1 
KYW 100 57 20 a) y 16 2 1 43 20 4 9 8 2 
MI.E 203 128 20 18 22 54 12 2 75 n 4 12 40 8 { 
MI,.W 107 55 27 7 10 10 1 52 23 } 10 11 1 
OH.N 207 158 76 17 18 4) 4 2 49 10 4 14 17 3 1 
OH.S 128 92 40 12 11 24 5 36 17 2 6 8 2 1 
TNE 135 84 42 19 13 q 1 51 18 14 b i) 4 
™\.M 138 93 44 17 18 13 1 45 24 3 / 10 1 
™, W 141 80 34 14 10 21 : 1 61 20 7 13 19 2 

7TH 980 633 248 112 91 158 22 2 347 134 ry 46 77 25 7 
IL,N 364 281 88 43 37 97 14 2 83 20 11 10 22 15 5 
IL.C 92 48 12 17 10 8 1 44 20 5 8 7 3 1 
Ss 120 46 19 7 9 11 . . 74 35 13 10 13 2 1 
IN.N 101 51 21 11 iS) y 1 . 50 16 10 7 16 1 
INS 157 110 80 14 8 47 30 9 2 5 1 
WILE 87 52 12 10 8 17 5 35 9 7 8 9 2 
WI.W 59 45 16 10 x 1 , 14 4 3 1 4 { 

8TH 1,224 736 310 132 112 162 17 3 488 225 84 69 92 14 4 
ARE 254 172 77 31 33 30 , 1 82 55 11 6 7 3 : 
AR W 107 92 43 18 16 13 2 . 15 8 3 1 3 - 
1A,N 66 25 12 1 5 7 . . 41 17 7 ie) 7 1 
IA.S 110 31 14 6 2 8 1 79 55 10 6 8 
MN 104 61 15 6 7 24 4 43 3 5 12 20 3 
MO.E 172 130 53 29 22 24 1 { 42 9 12 10 9 2 
MO W 158 105 54 19 10 19 2 1 53 23 7 i) 4 3 2 
NE 116 79 30 13 11 24 1 37 16 3 14 1 1 
ND 36 14 3 3 1 22 10 5 5 
SD 101 27 q 6 6 6 74 29 21 12 10 2 
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Table C-8. (Continued) 
| Civil Trials | Criminal Trials 
| ” | "1 ) | | | | | | 
Total 1 | | 3  4to9 | 10to19 20Days | 1 2 3 4to9  10to19 | 20 Days 

Circuit and District | All Trials | Total Day | Days L Days | Days | Days orMore | Total | Day _ Days — Days Days | Days | or More 

9TH 2,059 912 308 120 107 289 76 12 1,147 456 183 135 281 65 27 
AK 31 15 3 2 1 8 1 16 3 3 2 6 2 
AZ 295 96 35 16 16 26 3 199 98 37 21 33 8 2 
CA,N 190 118 16 14 17 50 19 2 72 22 6 5 24 11 4 
CAE 124 55 10 7 7 25 2 69 18 12 26 4 2 
CA,C 390 224 58 28 21 83 28 6 166 21 20 27 72 20 6 
CA.S 267 43 12 4 6 19 1 1 224 107 46 31 32 4 4 
HI 62 16 6 3 2 4 1 46 23 3 4 10 3 3 
ID 46 20 7 2 7 4 26 9 2 5 9 
MT 58 12 1 2 4 4 1 46 16 21 3 6 
NV 116 69 37 10 6 16 47 8 13 8 15 2 1 
OR 136 72 45 8 9 9 1 64 35 5 6 13 4 1 
WA,E 141 47 26 8 6 4 3 94 68 11 3 8 3 1 
WA,W 174 116 48 15 12 31 10 58 23 7 6 17 2 3 
GUAM 23 5 2 1 1 1 18 5 2 2 8 1 

| NMI 6 4 2 2 2 2 

10TH 1,165 615 202 85 82 230 14 2 550 308 94 51 82 10 5 
co 252 163 44 23 19 68 1 89 51 15 10 11 1 1 
KS 187 99 42 1 8 36 2 88 47 13 8 16 3 1 
NM 238 71 32 10 7 21 1 167 95 38 11 21 2 
OK,N 108 60 21 8 11 20 48 25 6 5 9 3 
OK,E 76 44 19 8 10 7 32 22 3 4 3 
OK,W 178 106 25 21 18 40 1 1 72 42 9 7 13 1 
UT 70 43 13 4 7 18 1 27 9 9 5) 3 
WwY 56 29 6 : 2 20 1 . 27 17 1 6 2 1 

11TH 1,995 1,068 506 161 128 233 31 9 927 322 170 167 226 32 10 
AL,N 228 173 97 26 16 31 1 2 55 21 7 11 16 
AL.M 84 53 18 10 10 15 . . 31 6 11 8 6 
AL,S 141 73 53 9 6 5 . . 68 39 19 4 5 1 
FL.N 169 43 13 5 8 17 . . 126 58 25 23 18 2 
FL,M 311 160 59 19 27 47 7 1 151 44 32 33 35 4 3 
FL.S 473 197 73 30 27 53 9 5 276 42 46 58 105 20 5 
GA,N 342 215 13 26 14 48 13 1 127 62 14 19 26 4 2 
GA.M 121 62 22 17 12 10 1 . 59 34 7 10 7 1 
GA,.S 126 92 58 19 8 7 . 34 16 9 1 8 


NOTE THIS ~ ABLE INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES ARE EXCLUDED THIS TABLE INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLA 
NEOUS CASES, HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON CONTESTED MOTIONS, AND OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS IN WHICH EVIDENCE IS 
INTRODUCED 
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Table C-9. 


U. S. District Courts—Civil and Criminal Trials Terminated That Required 20 or More Days 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Civil has 
Trial | Type of 

District Case/Defendant Name | Nature of Proceeding Days Trial 

| | | - 

NYE USA v Schmitt, Adele | Real Property | 65 | NONJURY 
GUAM Western Sys.., Inc. v Commer Un Assu Co. PI. | Insurance Contract | 53 | JURY 
FL,S Waters v Intern. Precious Met. | Securities, Commodities, Exchange | 50 JURY 
FL,S Al-Site Et. Al. v VSI International, E. | Patent | 50 | JURY 
KY,E Amburgey Et. Al. v McGraw Edison Co. Et. Al. Environmental Matters 48 | JURY 
CO United Intl. Holdings v Wharf Holdings Ltd. | Securities, Commodities, Exchange 45 | JURY 
CA,C Sanchez Et. Al. v Santa Ana, City Of,E. —_—| Civil Rights - Employment 41 | JURY 

NY,S AUSA Life Ins. v Ernst and Young _ Securities, Commodities, Exchange 38 = NONJURY 
FL,S Levan Et. Al. v Capital Cities/ABC _ Assault, Libel, and Slander 37 | JURY 
NY,S Olin Corporation v Ins. Company of NA | Contract | 35 | JURY 
NJ Inter Medical v EBI Medical Systems Contract 34 JURY 
MA Acushnet Co. Et. Al. v Coaters Incorporated _ Environmental Matters 33 | JURY 
CA,C Cheng Et. Al. v EIC Group Et. Al. | Civil RICO 33 | JURY 
NY,E Prophet v County Of Nassau Et. Al. | Civil Rights 32 JURY 
PA,E Thompson Et. Al. v Glenmede Trust Co., E. Contract 32 JURY 
TX,S Adams Et. Al. v Chevron USA Inc Et. Al. | Environmental Matters 32 JURY 
OK,W Centra, Inc. v Chandler Ins. Co., Ltd. Securities, Commodities, Exchange 31 JURY 
NY,S Morse/Diesel Inc. v Trinity Industries Contract 30 JURY 
SC Air Crash Charlotte v USA Et. Al. Airplane Personal Injury 30 JURY 
MI,E Vega v Rubin Civil Rights - Employment 30 JURY 
MA Brandt v Wand Partners F'. Al. Bankruptcy Withdrawal 29 JURY 
NY,E Calvao, Carolino v Schwing-Arm erica, Inc. Personal Injury/Product Liability 29 JURY 

KY ,W Brown & Williamson, T. v Philip Morris, Inc. Patent 29 NONJURY 
FL,S Gonzalez v Caterpillar, Inc. Fraud 29 JURY 
OH,N Medical Billing Inc. v Medical Mgt. Sciences Contract 28 JURY 
NC,W Broussard Et. Al. v Meineke Et. Al. | Civil RICO 27 JURY 

CA,E TH Agriculture Et. Al. v Aceto Chemical Co., E. | Environmental Matters 27 NONJURY 
NJ Liberty Harbor N. E. v City Of Jersey City | Bankruptcy Withdrawal 26 JURY 

TN,W Coger, Dalvan M. v Board Of Regents | Civil Rights - Employment 26 NONJURY 
NC,M Food Lion, Inc. v Capital Cities/ABC _ Fraud 25 JURY 

NJ Florida Video Sys. E. v Sony Corporation _ Antitrust 24 NONJURY 
MI,E Carmen's E., Inc. Et. Al. v Sgroi Et. Al. | Civil Rights _ 24 JURY 
CA,N Susan G. Koontz v Hoge, Fenton | Civil Rights - Employment 24 JURY 
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Table C-9. (Continued) 
Civil 
Trial Type of 

District Case/Defendant Name Nature of Proceeding Days Trial 
GA,N Morgan Et. Al. v Dawson Et. Al. Civil Rights 24 JURY 
NJ Hulmes v Honda Motor Company Motor Vehicle Product Liability 23 JURY 
PA,E Comark Communication v Harris Corporation Patent 23 JURY 
IL,N Dawson v NY Life Ins. Co. Et. Al. Assault, Libel, and Slander 23 JURY 
AR,E Allen Et. Al. v Entergy Corporation Civil Rights 23 JURY 
CA,C Grinston v RTD Et. Al. Civil Rights 23 JURY 
CA,C Saman Et. Al. v Robbins Et. Al. Civil Rights 23 JURY 
CA,C Zenga Invst. Ltd. v Dabney/Resnick, Inc. Securities, Commodities, Exchange 23 JURY 
ALN Moore Et. Al. v Norfolk Southern Civil Rights - Employment 23 NONJURY 
NJ Delta Tanning Corp. v Classic Leather Coniract 22 JURY 
CA,E Platte Chemical Co. v Kemmer Agricultural Patent 22 JURY 
CA,S Pioneer Liquidating v San Diego Trust And. Bankruptcy Withdrawal 22 JURY 
AL,N Leslie R. Cox Et. Al. v United Steelworkers Labor/Management Relations Act 22 JURY 
MA Kettenbach Et. Al. v Demoulas Wiretapping 21 JURY 
CT Troski Et. Al. v General Motors Motor Vehicle Product Liability 21 NONJURY 
NJ Miller v Beneficial Management Civil Rights - Employment 21 JURY 
PA,E Arbor American Corp. _ v Helmac Products Copyright 21 JURY 
MO,E McDonnell Douglas v Sci. Technology Contract 21 NONJURY 
MO,W Gumbhir v Curators Univ. Mo. Et. Al} Civil Rights - Employment 21 JURY 
CA,N Robert Adams, Jr. v Pinole Point Steel. Civil Rights - Employment 21 NONJURY 
PA,E J & M Turner, Inc. v Applied Bolting Tech. Contract 20 JURY 
PA,E John Doe v Provident Life And. Insurance Contract 20 NONJURY 
NC,E Ashcraft v Conoco, Inc. Et. Al. Torts to Land 20 JURY 
VA,E McKnight Et. Al. v Circuit City Stores. Civil Rights - Employment 20 JURY 
OH,N Maranatha Volunteers _v Golden Giant, Inc. Personal Property Damage 20 JURY 
IL,N Berg, Ingrid v SMA Financial Corpor Insurance Contract 20 JURY 
CA,C Presley, Vertis A. v Trona Railroad Federal Employers’ Liabilty 20 NONJURY 
FL,M Reserve, Ltd. v Town of Longboat Key Civil Rights 20 JURY 
FL,S Cobb Et. Al. v USA Et. Al. Medical Malpractice 20 NONJURY 

Total 62 Cases 
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Table C-9. (Continued) 
Criminal 
a : eC " . 
Trial Type of 
District Case/Defendant Name | Nature of Proceeding Days | Trial 
CA,C Rocha, Ralph Racketeering/Murder 83 JURY 
NY,S Muyet, Jose Drugs 80 JURY 
AZ Symington, John Fite Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 65 JURY 
MIE Reed, Rosiland K. Drugs 62 JURY 
CA,N Flowers, Anthony Drugs 60 JURY 
FL,S Sharpe, Samuel Gene Drugs 60 JURY 
CO McVeigh, Timothy James Murder 52 JURY 
NY,N Menefield, James Drugs 51 JURY 
Ri Sepulveda, George Racketeering/Murder 50 JURY 
CA,C Berentson, John F. False Claims & Statements 49 JURY 
TX,W Pacheco, Manuel Racketeering/Money Laundering 46 JURY 
IL,N Kim, John C. Conspiracy to Defraud 46 JURY 
rs] NJ Mattison, Jackie R. Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 44 JURY 
PA,E Breslin, Jerrell A. Racketeering/Liquor 44 JURY 
TX,S Cornett, Wendell Alboyd Drugs 43 JURY 
CA,E Knight, Roger Ardell Racketeering/Maiming 43 JURY 
VT Greer, William Drugs 42 JURY 
PA,E Mendenhall, Nolan Leigh Securities & Exchange Fraud 41 JURY 
FL,M Huang, Yaw-Bin Food and Drug Act 40 JURY 
NY,S Zerbane, Sandra False Claims & Statements 38 JURY 
IL,N Parks, Cedric Drugs 37 JURY 
NY,S Weissman, Jerry Perjury 35 JURY 
MS,S Holcomb, Thomas Leslie Racketeering/Murder 34 JURY 
OH,S Long, Robert G. Drugs 34 JURY 
CA,N Armstrong, Connie C. Transportation of Stolen Property 34 JURY 
IL,N Stoecker, William J. Bank Fraud 33 JURY 
NY,S Ida, James Racketeering/Murder 32 JURY 
NJ Taftsiou, Bardul Counterfeiting 32 JURY 
IL,C Lowder, Ronald D. Embezzlement 32 JURY 
IL,S Cueto, Amiel Intimidation of Witnesses/Jurors 32 JURY 
KS Gigot, C. Dean Marketing & Commodity Fraud 32 JURY 
WA,W Pitner, John Irvin Murder 31 JURY 
LA,E Bankston, Larry S. Racketeering/Gambling 30 JURY 
CA,N Lee, James Yiu Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud / 30 | JURY 


336, 


ES SSE reece SINC A ALE TERN LR I LEAT SINE EAI DAE ET I ITE ETS: EESTI EEA BI CTE IES TTA 
Table C-9. (Continued) 


Criminal 

District Case/Defendant Name Nature of Proceeding 
CA,S Bauer, Kenneth Robert Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 
DC Neill, James P. Income Tax Evasion 
KY,W Sharma, Devinder Explosives 
MO,W Moore, Dennis B. Drugs 
CA,S Ayers, Dennis Bradley Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 
wy Gilmore, Mary A. Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 
NJ Taftsiou, Bardul Fraud 
PA,M Jackson, Michael A. Drugs 
NY,N Gaudinot, Tiffany Drugs 
PA,E Abuhouran, Adham Racketeering/Liquor 
NM Preciado, Roger Drugs 
FL,S Miranda, Edilberto J. Drugs 
NY,E Gigante, Vincent Murder 
NY,E Zahrey, Zaher Drugs 
NY,W Fuadagna, Rocco F. Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 
NJ Pejullo, Leonard Embezzlement 
TX,S Burzynski Research Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 
IL,N Hoover, Larry Drugs 
CA,C Moore, Patricia Anne Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 
PA,E Danton, Jack A. Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 
FL,M Parks, W. Hugh Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 
NY,E Salerno, Gary RICO/Murder 
NY,E Demetrios, Demetrios National Defense 
MD Schecter, Theodore Brian Racketeering/Money Laundering 
TX,S Brown, Charles Drugs 
KY,W Ford, Donald G. Gambling & Lottery/Transmit Wagers 
MO,W Sheppard, George Frank Explosives 
NE Padilla-Pena, Luis A. Drugs 
NV Carpenter, Timothy Odell Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 
FL,S Rizo Sr., Evelio Drugs 
PR Melendez-Cano, Luis E. Drugs 
NY,E Nelson, Lemrick Civil Rights 
NY,S Abrams, Robert Income Tax 
NY,W SKW Metals & Alloys Fraud 
TX,S Cantu, Baltazar Drugs 
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Type of 
Trial 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
NONJURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
NONJURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 


Table C-9. (Continued) 
Criminal 
etait eneueimenmens 
Trial Type of 

District Case/Defendant Name Nature of Proceeding Days Trial 
OH,N Rodriguez, Jose C. Drugs 23 JURY 
IL,N Lambert, Thomas Demetrius Drugs 23 JURY 
1A,N Hildebrand, Scott E. Racketeering/Money Laundering 23 JURY 
CA,E Sayakhom, Thongsangoune Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 23 JURY 
CA,C Arlt, Charles W. Drugs 23 JURY 
HI Sylva, Robbie Drugs 23 JURY 
HI Malepeai, Ofati Drugs 23 JURY 
WA,E Merrell, Verne Jay Explosives 23 JURY 
NM Spivey, Everett Drugs 23 JURY 
FL,S Dougherty, James F. Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 23 JURY 
MA Smith, Keillen Drugs 22 JURY 
MA Williams, Randall L. Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 22 JURY 
TX,S Baker, Harvey Scott Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 22 JURY 
CA,N Reyes, Leo Drugs 22 JURY 
CA,C Hoey, Laura Marie Counterfeiting 22 JURY 
CA,S Frega, Patrick R. Racketeering 22 JURY 
HI Lindberg, Michelle Money and Finance 22 JURY 
OR Rathe, Hjalmar J. Bankruptcy Fraud 22 JURY 
WA,W Marsh, Raymond W. Perjury 22 JURY 
WA,W Muldrow, Shannon Drugs 22 JURY 
GA,N Battle, Anthony George Murder 22 JURY 
NH Thibeau, Philip B. Fraud at Lending Institutions 21 JURY 
NJ Fermin, Andres Drugs 21 JURY 
PA,W Sechan, Robert J. Obscene Mail 21 JURY 
CA,C Kazerouni, Mahmoud Bank Embezzlement 21 JURY 
CA,S Heffner, Lawrence A. Bank Fraud 21 JURY 
FL,M Yeager, Robert William Drugs 21 JURY 
FL,S Martinez, Pablo Drugs 21 JURY 
NH Durfee, Christopher Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 20 JURY 
CT Gall, Joseph Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 20 JURY 
AZ Beard, James Bowden Racketeering/Money Laundering 20 JURY 
GA,N Chan, Ah Chu Drugs 20 JURY 
TOTAL 101 Cases 


270 


Table C-10. 
U.S. District Courts—Time Intervals From Filing to Trial of Civil Cases in Which Trials Were Completed, by 
District, During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Total Trials Nonjury Trials Jury Trials 
Time interval in Months' Time interval in Months’ Time interval in Months’ 

Number of | 10 Percent 10 Percent Number | 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent 10 Percent 
Circuit and District Trials Less Than Median More Than of Trials Less Than Median MoreThan of Trials Less Than Median | MoreThan 
TOTAL 6,750 8 Ly 44 2,268 6 18 46 4,482 y VG 44 
DC 78 9 17 50 3% 4 17 42 10 18 60 
1ST 320 7 19 ae 109 3 17 43 211 8 20 42 
ME 29 8 1 24 9 - 20 7 10 13 
MA 164 5 23 42 62 1 18 41 102 13 25 42 
NH 21 13 20 34 3 . 18 4 19 30 
Ri 40 7 12 32 11 2 11 28 29 7 14 32 
PR 66 7 16 49 24 5 16 68 42 q 15 49 
© 2ND 904 10 26 59 334 6 25 61 570 11 26 58 
cT 141 13 28 61 40 14 25 77 101 13 29 58 
NY,N 61 14 27 64 19 14 35 60 42 12 26 86 
NYE 230 12 28 56 74 7 ce) 57 156 12 28 55 
NY,S 403 8 23 56 178 5 22 50 225 10 23 57 
NY,W 44 23 48 79 21 5 59 86 23 23 41 76 
VT 25 12 19 25 2 - . 23 11 18 25 
3RD 699 8 18 43 192 6 15 45 507 8 18 40 
DE 30 10 18 33 10 10 17 33 20 10 18 31 
NJ 120 11 28 60 ce 7 25 65 86 16 29 60 
PA,E 330 6 13 33 87 11 35 243 7 14 33 
PA.M 96 10 16 32 26 11 19 34 70 10 16 32 
PAW 113 11 23 44 32 22 48 81 13 23 43 

vi 10 10 29 65 3 7 
4TH 558 7 13 30 191 5 12 30 367 7 13 31 
MD 103 9 18 33 46 7 15 31 57 e) 21 33 
NC,E 18 10 15 27 7 11 4 15 27 
NC.M 12 1 21 42 2 10 1 20 38 
NCW 16 10 27 55 5 - . : 11 10 26 56 
sc 158 9 15 31 45 7 14 26 113 9 15 33 
VA.E 152 5 8 12 63 3 8 12 89 6 8 12 
VA,W 55 7 13 30 13 2 5) 25 42 8 16 30 
WV,.N 16 9 16 24 2 . 14 6 16 28 
WV.S 28 a 14 26 8 e 20 7 14 24 
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Table C-10. (Continued) 


Totai Trials 


Nonjury Trials 


Jury Trials 


Time interval in Months' 


Time Interval in Months' 


Time Interval in Months' 


Number of | 10 Percent 10 Percent | Number 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent 10 Percent 
Circuit and District Triais LessThan Median More Than of Trials LessThan Median More Than ofTrials Less Than Median (| MoreThan 

5TH 908 8 16 37 331 5 15 39 577 9 16 36 
LA.E 139 g 15 32 69 9 14 32 70 9 17 31 
LA.M 16 12 22 39 5 - - 1 12 22 39 
LAW 75 7 15 w# 39 1 14 26 36 9 16 30 
MS,N 57 12 20 45 6 . : - 51 10 20 45 
MS.S 83 10 15 Kn] 34 5 16 40 49 12 15 31 
TX,N 141 4 17 47 64 2 16 53 77 8 18 44 
T™,E 92 g 15 30 21 7 14 w 71 10 15 28 
™S 194 6 17 % 59 6 16 40 135 6 18 HS 
TX,.W 111 5 12 25 44 1 12 27 77 7 12 24 

6TH 551 10 20 47 167 7 19 51 384 11 20 45 
KY.E 36 15 25 54 6 - . 30 15 22 54 
KY,W 41 1 22 82 4 . - 37 11 20 80 
MILE 1117 8 17 51 35 7 17 55 76 9 17 42 
MILW 29 12 16 31 6 . . - 23 8 16 30 
OH,N 101 7 18 41 38 2 16 40 63 12 20 41 
OH,S 46 15 27 44 12 1 27 5 34 14 27 42 
™N,E 67 9 17 37 22 q 16 40 45 10 17 37 
™,.M 55 10 20 51 15 10 19 47 4G 11 21 53 
™N,W 65 12 22 50 29 10 26 54 % 12 20 32 

7TH 404 8 20 52 133 6 21 50 271 9 20 52 
IL,N 182 9 24 53 75 8 25 52 107 10 24 53 
I1L,C 39 19 37 69 12 17 39 54 27 19 37 78 
IL.S 27 15 23 47 1 . - 26 15 23 47 
iN.N 29 11 16 27 3 - - 26 11 16 27 
IN.S 43 5 18 44 18 1 17 29 25 y 18 36 
WLE 42 12 20 46 13 5 20 29 29 13 21 46 
WILW 42 5 4 13 11 5 7 15 31 5 4 12 

8TH 505 g 18 Rr 150 8 18 34 355 10 18 34 
AR.E 120 9 16 31 42 7 16 32 78 9 16 28 
AR,.W 59 8 13 29 15 M 14 28 44 8 12 29 
1A,N 14 12 24 80 4 - - 10 12 24 35 
IAS 21 9 19 37 6 15 14 19 31 
MN 50 1 20 34 6 - - 44 10 21 35 
MO,E 89 12 20 44 24 6 20 57 65 13 20 36 
MO,W 65 8 18 30 21 4 19 28 44 8 16 34 
NE 54 8 21 35 24 2 20 27 30 11 21 38 
ND 13 2 17 21 5 - - 8 - - . 
SD 20 11 21 27 3 17 11 21 26 


Tabie C-10. (Continued) 
Total Triais Nonjury Trials Jury Trials 
Time interval in Months' Time Interval in Months' Time Interval in Months’ 
Number of | 10 Percent poe Number | 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent 16 Percent 
__ _Circuit and District Tra's | LessThan Mesian | MoreThan| offriais | LessThan Median More Than of Trials Less Than Median | MoreThan 
9TH 709 10 20 Ww 315 é 19 43 394 11 21 54 
AK 11 14 26 67 7 - - - 4 - - - 
AZ 63 12 32 69 26 8 3 61 37 17 32 68 
CA,N 11 8 20 45 50 5 18 37 61 13 23 45 
CAE 48 14 28 57 19 8 24 33 29 16 32 ba 
CA,C 221 10 20 34 87 9 20 46 134 10 20 56 
CAS 31 11 20 40 10 7 21 40 21 11 20 40 
Hi 10 1 1§ 39 5 - : 5 . . 
10 ‘4 1 18 25 6 : 8 
MT 12 11 20 wv 7 ° - 5 : : : 
NV % 14 24 39 14 23 % 22 15 24 40 
OR 43 4 15 35 13 1 12 3 25 10 17 35 
WA,E 14 2 13 25 9 : ° 5 ° . 
WA,W 88 10 1§ 23 53 9 15 23 36 10 16 26 
GUAM 3 ° . . 2 - 1 - - - 
NMI 4 2 2 
10TH 428 8 16 37 104 9 21 awn 324 8 14 34 
co 118 10 21 42 43 9 25 44 75 10 18 35 
KS 56 9 18 36 12 14 21 39 44 9 17 3% 
NM 43 11 16 29 14 12 15 24 29 1 17 41 
OK,N 35 9 13 27 3 - ° ° 32 9 12 27 
OK,E 27 6 7 9 1 - ° : 26 6 7 9 
OK,W 93 8 14 26 13 6 16 25 80 8 13 28 
UT 32 12 21 52 14 3 25 52 18 13 20 41 
WY 24 8 10 16 4 : - 20 8 10 16 
11TH 686 11 19 39 206 8 18 39 480 1 19 % 
ALN 106 10 17 Ki 25 7 16 23 81 12 18 "32 
ALM 38 11 14 34 12 11 25 48 26 10 13 19 
ALS 26 11 15 31 8 - - 18 11 16 3% 
FL,N 35 12 18 43 8 : ° - 27 12 22 39 
FL.M 118 12 18 3 25 10 16 39 93 13 18 28 
FL.S 137 8 19 45 55 5 17 50 82 13 20 45 
GA.N 127 11 23 40 42 1 19 39 85 11 24 41 
GA.M 47 14 23 43 17 11 24 47 30 14 21 38 


NOTE: THIS TABLE INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY THIS TABLE EXCLUDES ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES AND THE FOLLOWING TRIALS 
LAND CONDEMNATION CASES; FORFEITURE AND PENALTY CASES, PRISONER PETITIONS (HABEAS CORPUS, MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE UNDER 28 USC 2255. HEARINGS ON EVIDENTIARY MATTERS). BANK- 

RUPTCY PETITIONS. AND THREE-JUDGE COURT CASES INTERVALS SHOWN ASE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME AND FOR 10 PERCENT OF THE SLOWEST AND THE FASTEST CASES FOR EXAMPLE. THE TIME INTERVAL FROM 
FILING TO TRIAL FOR THE FASTEST 10 PERCENT OF COMPLETED CIVIL TRIALS FOR THE NATION WAS LESS THAN 8 MONTHS, THE SLOWEST 10 PERCENT EXCEEDED 44 MONTHS 
‘TIME INTERVALS COMPUTED ONLY FOR 10 OR MORE TRIALS 
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Table D. 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 


During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1996 and 1997 


er reer ree ce ne re ee eee 


ee ee en te ee wore eee eee 


sare =. [Terminations | 
| Percent 
Circuit and District | 1996 1997 Change | _— 1996 1087 

TOTAL 47,689 50,363 5.2 45,499 46,687 
De 546 662 21.2 440 562 

1ST 1,159 1,034 10.8 1,140 1,024 
ME 155 138 11.0 134 154 
MA 384 352 83 345 357 
NH 136 145 6.6 134 140 
Ri 96 99 3.1 108 104 
PR 388 300 227 419 269 

2ND 3,400 3,541 4.1 3,003 3,130 
cT 229 229 190 222 
NY,N 494 501 1.4 459 451 
NY,E 1,103 1,108 5 1,078 1,143 
NY,S' 1,151 1,252 8.8 888 900 
NY,W 322 362 12.4 299 323 
vT 101 89 11.9 89 91 

3RD 2,620 2,460 -6.1 2,380 2,300 
DE 99 120 21.2 78 89 
NJ 936 922 1.5 841 870 
PAE 625 638 2.1 597 594 
PAM 329 300 -88 328 282 
PA,W 258 254 1.6 238 249 
Vi 373 226 -39.4 298 216 

4TH 5,494 6,106 11.1 5,528 5,667 
MD 488 548 12.3 457 449 
NC.E 812 767 -§.5 796 789 
NC,.M 260 291 11.9 284 277 
NC,W 311 354 13.8 382 318 
SC 548 649 18.4 560 640 
VA,E 2,533 2,873 13.4 2,462 2,632 
VA.W 230 285 23.9 252 240 
WV,N 107 132 23.4 124 128 
WvV.S 205 207 1.0 211 194 


Percent 
__ Change 


3.1 


27.7 


10.2 
149 
35 
45 
37 
35.8 


16.8 


1996" 


32,156 


1,183 
88 
416 
181 
200 
298 


5,245 
206 
260 

1,456 

2,911 
308 
104 


1,930 
71 
741 
578 
215 
157 
168 


2,604 
438 
241 
168 
314 
448 
584 
202 

87 
122 


. Pending 


1997 
35,632 
608 


1,193 
72 
411 
186 
195 
329 


| 


Percent 
Change 


10.8 


16.9 
22.6 
11.5 


413 
223 


10.7 
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Table D. Cases (Continued) 


Filings [ Terminations Pending 
Percent | Percent | | Percent 
Circult and District 1906 1907 Change | 1906 1907 Change 1906" 1907 Change 

5TH 5,060 6,041 16.3 6,618 6,457 14.9 3,226 3,700 16.0 

LA.E 285 278 2.5 292 24) 17.5 168 205 220 
LA,M 103 118 146 80 113 413 63 68 79 
LA,W 313 209 45 280 246 12.1 198 251 268 
MSN 119 127 67 130 141 85 81 67 173 
MS,.S 224 227 13 228 188 17.5 122 161 32.0 
TX.N 696 772 109 664 790 190 510 492 35 
TX.E 384 401 44 373 348 67 218 271 243 
TX,S 1,649 1.614 10.0 1,667 1,776 65 941 979 40 
TX.W 2,096 2,905 38 6 1,904 2,614 373 924 1,215 315 
6TH 3,204 3,232 “1.9 3,256 3,121 44 2,328 2,439 4.6 

KY.E 322 318 12 300 309 30 201 210 45 
KYW 545 541 7 544 578 63 271 234 137 
MLE 673 623 74 606 545 101 584 662 13.4 
MI.W 242 208 140 224 231 31 146 123 158 
rs ] OW,N 436 421 34 456 445 24 287 263 84 
OH,S 358 328 B84 341 32? 56 246 252 24 
TNE 271 295 89 349 239 315 165 221 33.9 
TN.M 152 156 2.6 128 149 164 123 130 57 
™N.W 295 342 15.9 308 303 16 305 344 12.8 
7TH 1,666 1,629 2.2 1,742 1,568 -10.0 1,133 1,104 5.4 

IL,N 499 473 5.2 469 483 3.0 463 453 2.2 
iL,C 244 241 12 251 246 20 148 143 34 
iL,S 195 173 “11.3 216 207 42 145 11 23.4 
IN.N 189 219 15.9 235 175 255 138 182 319 
IN.S 230 193 “16.1 260 170 346 88 11 261 
WIE 238 223 63 221 216 23 124 131 56 
Wwi.w 71 107 50.7 90 71 211 27 63 1333 
8TH 2,683 2,645 “1.4 2,571 2,409 6.3 1,501 1,737 15.7 

ARLE 293 242 17.4 249 238 44 174 178 23 
AR,W 147 119 -19.0 142 125 120 51 45 -118 
1A,N 259 160 -38.2 248 155 375 125 130 40 
1A.S 161 160 6 178 152 146 104 112 77 
MN 258 314 21.7 232 277 194 171 208 216 
MO.E 409 494 208 433 434 2 210 270 28.6 
MO,W 301 273 ‘93 260 291 119 254 236 71 
NE 246 304 236 253 222 123 154 236 532 
NO 208 164 21.2 193 153 207 73 84 15.1 


SO 401 415 3.5 383 362 55 185 238 286 
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Table D. Cases (Continued) 


Filings Terminations a Pending 
be ee 
Percent Percent | Percent 
Circult and District 1996 1907 Change 1996 1907 _ Change 1906" 907 | ~~ Change 

OTH 12,071 12,564 4.2 11,326 11,663 47 6,681 7,612 10.6 
AK 138 180 30.4 149 125 161 60 115 917 
AZ 1,685 2,028 20.4 1,505 1,965 30.6 823 886 77 
CA,N 798 732 63 799 718 10.4 623 637 22 
CAE 863 940 8.9 743 766 31 568 742 30 6 
CAC 1,348 1,264 6.2 1,168 1,018 128 1,246 1,492 197 
CA,S 2,608 3,312 270 2,665 3,337 25.2 986 961 2.5 
HI 1,146 1,292 12.7 915 1,032 128 635 895 409 
1D 114 104 6.8 103 109 58 70 65 71 
MT 421 434 3.1 364 378 38 248 304 226 
NV 343 295 140 349 281 195 274 288 51 
OR 641 590 8.0 604 624 33 381 347 89 
WA,E 401 303 24.4 336 318 ‘54 209 194 72 
WA,wW 1,436 923 35.7 1,495 1,039 305 680 564 17.1 
GUAM 97 155 598 100 112 12.0 62 105 69.4 
NMI 32 32 . 30 31 33 16 17 63 

10TH 3,010 3,072 2.1 2,539 2,607 10.6 1,865 2,130 14.2 
co 607 542 10.7 460 472 2.6 309 379 227 
KS 299 349 16.7 301 302 3 202 249 23.3 
NM 958 982 25 757 879 16.1 749 852 13.8 
OK,N 170 168 “12 166 165 6 98 101 3.1 
OK,E 60 67 11.7 60 70 16.7 35 32 6.6 
OK,W 485 467 37 433 440 16 157 184 17.2 
UT 320 377 17.8 257 369 43.6 263 271 3.0 
wy 11 120 8.1 105 110 48 52 62 19.2 

11TH 6,077 6,457 6.3 5,957 5,989 5 3,753 4,221 12.5 
AL,N 361 346 42 365 323 11.5 117 140 19.7 
AL.M 193 231 19.7 199 195 2.0 139 175 25.9 
AL,S 226 235 4.0 220 216 18 204 223 93 
FL.N 276 295 6.9 256 264 31 189 220 16.4 
FL.M 885 1,098 24.1 782 941 203 748 905 210 
FL.S 1,540 1,371 11.0 1,469 1,355 78 1,684 1,700 10 
GA,N 787 880 11.8 819 795 29 339 424 25.1 
GA.M 1.478 1,640 11.0 1,446 1,578 91 202 264 30.7 
GA,S 331 361 9.1 401 322 197 131 170 298 


NOTE PERCENT CHANGE COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE EACH CASE IN WHICH THE DEFENDANT HAS BEEN A FUGITIVE SINCE BEFORE APRIL | 1996 HOWEVER. NO CASE WITH 
MULTIPLE DEFENDANTS WAS EXCLUDED UNLESS ALL DEFENDANTS IN THE CASE HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1. 1996 


“REVISED 


‘PENDING CASE TOTALS INCLUDE SOME CASES IN WHICH ALL DEFENDANTS HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 
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Table D. 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1996 and 1997 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit and District 1996 1997 Change 1996 1997 Change 1996° 1997 Change 

TOTAL 67,700 70,201 3.7 62,946 65,515 41 50,098 54,784 9.4 
oc 687 807 17.5 553 710 28.4 654 751 14.8 

1ST 1,950 1,915 “1.8 1,619 1,639 -9.9 2,058 2,334 13.4 
ME 179 160 -10.6 158 179 13.3 113 94 -16.8 
MA 665 633 48 544 545 2 728 816 12.1 
NH 215 211 “1.9 176 212 20.5 292 291 -3 
Rl 124 135 8.9 156 137 -12.2 251 249 -8 
PR 767 776 1.2 785 566 -27.9 674 884 312 

2ND 5,108 §,321 4.2 4,558 4,792 5.1 8,410 8,939 6.3 
cT 316 353 11.7 308 371 20.5 375 357 48 
NY,N 758 720 -5.0 617 665 78 527 582 104 
NY,E 1,688 1,694 4 1,697 1,731 2.0 2.326 2,289 -16 
NY,S' 1,753 1,945 11.0 1,397 1,401 3 44) 5,016 122 
NY,W 441 485 10.0 417 497 192 565 551 2.1 
VT 152 124 -18.4 122 127 41 14” 144 20 

3RD 3,469 3,424 -1.3 3,318 3,194 -3.7 2,819 3,049 8.2 
DE 130 157 20.8 108 122 13.0 83 118 422 
NJ 1,212 1,183 -2.4 1,077 1,145 6.3 1,042 1,080 36 
PAE 973 1,012 40 1,019 940 -7.8 987 1,059 7.3 
PAM 424 402 -5.2 428 372 -13.' 299 329 10.0 
PA.W 325 426 31.1 354 382 7.9 214 258 20.6 
Vi 405 244 -39.8 332 233 -29.8 194 205 57 

4TH 7,526 8,358 11.1 7,449 7,771 4.3 4,278 4,865 13.7 
MD 693 761 9.8 619 641 3.6 665 785 18.0 
NCE 1,073 955 11.0 1,050 1,025 -2.4 397 327 -17.6 
NC,M 387 417 7.8 442 392 -11.3 236 261 106 
NC,W 630 759 20.5 753 634 -15.8 640 765 19.5 
SC 1,044 1,124 7.7 993 1,148 15.6 857 833 -2.8 
VA.E 2,836 3,240 14.2 2,683 2,961 10.4 776 1,055 36 0 
VA,W 388 567 46.1 402 492 22.4 398 473 18.8 
WV.N 211 209 -9 205 208 1.5 151 152 7 
WV.S 264 326 23.5 302 270 -10.6 158 214 35.4 


Table D. Defendants (Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 

Percent Percent Percent 

Circuit and District 1996 1997 Change 1996 1997 Change 1996° 1997 Change 
5TH 8,935 10,056 12.5 6,586 9,530 11.0 §,247 5,773 10.0 
LA,E 532 496 -6.8 494 483 2.2 379 392 34 
LA,M 112 128 14.3 95 118 24.2 65 75 15.4 
LA,W 468 453 -3.2 365 381 44 348 420 20.7 
MS,N 177 174 1.7 183 201 9.8 115 88 23.5 
MS,S 351 323 8.0 360 273 “24.2 180 230 27.8 
TX,N 1,215 1,286 5.8 1,201 1,299 8.2 856 843 “15 
TX,E 633 663 4.7 630 584 7.3 356 435 22.2 
TX,S 2,646 2,870 8.5 2,725 2,807 3.0 1,578 1,641 4.0 
TX,wW 2,801 3,663 30.8 2,533 3,384 33.6 1,370 1,649 20.4 
6TH 4,994 4,912 -1.6 4,741 4,667 -1.6 3,762 4,007 6.5 
KY,E 433 393 -9.2 396 398 5 270 265 19 
KY,W 665 649 -2.4 623 715 14.8 380 314 -17.4 
MIE 1,143 1,051 8.0 1,031 925 -103 1,052 1.178 12.0 
MI,W 400 376 -6.0 371 371 220 225 23 
OH,N 717 682 49 663 706 65 497 473 48 
OH,S 538 458 -14.9 488 468 4.1 397 387 25 
™N,E 411 §35 30.2 507 388 -23.5 258 405 57.0 
™.M 227 262 15.4 177 226 277 178 214 20.2 
™N,W 460 506 10.0 485 470 -3.1 510 546 7.1 
7TH 2,502 2,409 -3.7 2,572 2,222 -13.6 1,759 1,946 10.6 
1L,N 845 820 -3.0 729 719 14 779 880 13.0 
IL,C 317 291 8.2 323 304 -5.9 194 181 -6.7 
iL,S 325 279 -14.2 398 317 -20.4 225 187 -16.9 
IN,N 259 312 20.5 345 218 -36.8 193 287 48.7 
IN.S 275 286 4.0 335 245 -26.9 127 168 32.3 
WIE 378 265 -29.9 320 309 -3.4 196 152 -22.4 
Wi,.w 103 156 51.5 122 110 -98 45 91 102.2 
8TH 3,779 3,737 “1.1 3,578 3,466 -3.1 2,222 2,493 12.2 
AR,E 441 391 -11.3 350 390 11.4 264 265 4 
AR,.W 181 138 -23.8 171 143 -16.4 61 56 8.2 
1A,N 322 233 -27.6 300 224 -25.3 174 183 5.2 
1A,S 254 241 -5.1 260 229 -11.9 162 174 7.4 
MN 412 493 19.7 387 431 11.4 263 325 23.6 
MO,E 539 678 25.8 616 583 -5.4 297 392 32.0 
MO,W 547 443 -19.0 444 539 21.4 470 374 -204 
NE 323 410 26.9 328 305 -7.0 214 319 49.1 
NO 276 196 -29.0 259 186 -28.2 96 106 10.4 
1 8) 484 514 6.2 463 436 -58 221 299 35.3 
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Table D. Defendants (Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent | Percent 
Circuit and District 1996 1997 Change 1996 1997 Change 1996’ 1997 Change 

9TH 15,646 15,894 1.6 14,004 14,615 5.8 9,738 10,817 11.1 
AK 172 223 29.7 176 157 -10.8 79 145 83.5 
AZ 2,229 2,578 15.7 1,932 2,470 27.8 1,199 1,307 9.0 
CA,N 1,216 1,086 -10.7 1,028 975 -5.2 1,071 1,182 10.4 
CA,E 1,231 1,344 9.2 976 1,066 92 864 1,142 32.2 
CA,C 1,970 1,895 -3.8 1,698 1,575 7.2 1,878 2,198 17.0 
CA,S 3,226 3,910 21.2 3,173 3,912 23.3 1,324 1,322 -2 
HI 1,228 1,392 13.4 981 1,122 14.4 713 983 37.9 
1D 181 148 -18.2 148 155 47 117 104 -6.3 
MT 590 608 3.1 490 536 94 376 448 19.1 
NV 672 407 -39.4 530 478 -9.8 594 523 -12.0 
OR 750 728 -2.9 717 725 1.1 474 477 6 
WA,E 401 306 -23.7 336 318 -5.4 209 197 -5.7 
WA,W 1,614 1,032 -36.1 1,663 1,151 -30.8 759 640 -15.7 
GUAM 126 198 57.1 119 139 16.8 68 127 86.8 
NMI 40 39 -2.5 37 36 -2.7 19 22 15.8 

10TH 3,997 4,127 3.3 3,241 3,786 16.8 2,547 2,888 13.4 
co 816 788 -3.4 601 664 10.5 425 549 29.2 
KS 427 500 17.1 394 442 12.2 286 344 20.3 
NM 1,280 1,292 9 967 1,190 23.1 982 1,084 10.4 
OK,N 244 248 1.6 235 231 1.7 129 146 13.2 
OK,E 82 117 42.7 88 102 15.9 42 57 35.7 
OK,W 570 575 9 488 538 10.2 222 259 16.7 
UT 418 450 7.7 335 458 36.7 379 371 -2.1 
wy 160 157 -1.9 133 161 21.1 82 78 4.9 

11TH 9,107 9,241 1.5 8,527 8,923 4.6 6,604 6,922 4.8 
AL,N 596 514 -13.8 * 545 534 -2.0 242 222 -8.3 
ALM 305 316 3.6 268 317 18.3 224 223 -4 
AL,S 466 483 3.6 471 462 -1.9 380 401 5.5 
FL,N 437 475 8.7 411 425 3.4 292 342 17.1 
FL,M 1,472 1,670 13.5 1,332 1,516 13.8 1,264 1,418 12.2 
FL.S 2,659 2,153 -19.0 2,365 2,304 -2.6 3,048 2,897 -5.0 
GA,N 1,146 1,250 9.1 1,108 1,152 4.0 611 709 16.0 
GA,M 1,598 1,819 13.8 1,523 1,722 13.1 327 424 29.7 
GA,S 428 561 31.1 504 491 -2.6 216 286 32.4 


NOTE. PERCENT CHANGE COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE DEFENDANTS WHO HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 


“REVISED. 


' PENDING DEFENDANT TOTALS INCLUDE SOME DEFENDANTS WHO HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1. 1996. 
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Tabie D-1. 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Pending October 1, 1996 


Original Proceedings 


Total 

Circuit and District Totat' Felony Misdemeanor Other? Commenced Total Felony 
TOTAL 32,156 27,914 3,936 306 50,363 49,279 37,484 

oc 508 444 64 - 662 659 525 
1ST 1,183 1,144 31 8 1,034 986 951 

ME 88 85 3 138 137 130 
MA 416 399 13 4 352 340 227 
NH 181 180 - 1 145 143 143 
Rl 200 192 7 1 99 98 95 
PR 298 288 8 2 300 268 256 
2ND 5,245 4,697 496 52 3,541 3,455 3,003 

CT 206 200 5 1 229 219 211 
NY.N 260 214 46 . 501 492 244 
NYE 1,456 1,414 41 1 1,108 1,084 1,049 
NY,S* 2,911 2.495 367 49 1,252 1,216 1,109 
NY.W 308 272 36 ; 362 356 305 
VT 104 102 1 1 89 88 85 
3RD 1,930 1,719 169 42 2,460 2,403 1,947 

DE 71 69 2 - 120 120 96 
NJ 741 598 137 6 922 907 623 
PA,E 578 569 6 3 638 619 595 
PA.M 215 203 8 4 300 291 270 
PA,W 157 144 12 1 254 241 225 
Vi 168 136 4 28 226 225 138 
4TH 2,604 2,152 425 27 6,106 5,992 3,369 

MD 438 366 57 15 548 537 418 
NCE 241 179 61 1 767 752 276 
NC.M 168 164 1 3 291 278 271 
NCW 314 302 11 1 354 342 312 
Sc 448 436 1 1 649 630 613 
VA,E 584 325 255 4 2,873 2,843 917 
VA.W 202 183 17 2 285 274 238 
WV,N 87 85 2 132 132 127 
WV.S 122 112 10 207 204 197 
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Table D-1, Cases (Continued) 
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Terminated | . Pending September 30,1997) 
Original Proceedings 


Total 
Circuit and District Terminated | Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transters Total Felony |Misdemeanor | Other’ 

TOTAL 46,667 45,686 34,101 10,611 1,064 313 688 36,632 30,643 4,420 369 
oc 562 558 417 140 1 3 1 606 544 63 1 

18T 1,024 1,009 077 21 "1 8 7 1,193 1,147 35 1 
Mt 154 151 143 7 1 1 2 72 70 2 
MA 357 354 344 7 3 1 2 411 391 15 5 
NH 140 140 137 2 1 186 186 
Rl 104 100 97 3 3 1 195 187 8 
PR 269 264 256 5 3 3 2 329 313 10 6 
° . 

2ND 3,130 3,076 2,665 352 59 25 29 5,656 5,048 546 62 
cT 222 213 201 9 3 6 3 213 209 4 
NY,N 45) 448 215 190 43 1 2 310 247 63 
NYE 1,143 1,127 1,085 40 2 8 8 1,421 1,381 38 2 
NY,S* 900 885 811 67 7 8 7 3,263 2,805 398 60 
NY,W 323 315 269 44 2 1 7 347 305 42 
VT 91 88 84 2 2 1 2 102 101 1 

3RD 2,300 2,247 1,855 295 97 12 41 2,090 1,611 238 41 
DE 89 87 75 12 . . 2 102 87 15 . 
NJ 870 844 610 225 g 8 18 793 601 188 4 
PA,E 594 586 561 19 6 1 7 622 614 6 2 
PAM 282 277 259 14 4 1 4 233 215 16 2 
PA,W 249 240 217 22 1 1 8 162 155 7 . 
vi 216 213 133 3 77 1 2 178 139 6 33 

4TH 5,667 5,584 2,971 2,388 225 40 43 3,043 2,522 479 42 
MD 449 444 329 110 5 2 3 537 459 58 20 
NC.E 789 776 296 382 98 6 7 219 155 63 1 
NC,M 277 261 253 5 3 9 7 182 179 1 2 
NC,W 318 307 270 21 16 8 3 350 341 5 4 
SC 640 626 586 37 3 3 1 457 445 10 2 
VA.E 2,632 2,616 749 1,771 96 10 6 825 495 321 9 
VA.W 240 234 186 44 4 2 4 247 229 14 4 
WV,N 128 126 121 5 . 2 91 89 2 
WV,S 194 194 181 13 . . . 135 130 5 


PS | 


~ +s 2 


Circuit and Distric: Total’ — Felony |Misdemeanor | Other’ 

5TH 3,226 2,908 174 53 
LA,E 168 159 9 
LA.M 63 52 10 1 
LA,W 198 137 57 4 
MS,N 81 78 1 2 
MS,S 122 WI 9 2 
TX,N 510 479 10 21 
TX.E 218 211 6 1 
™X,S 941 918 21 2 
TX,.W 924 853 51 20 

6TH 2,328 2,072 243 13 
KY,E 201 196 4 1 
KYW 271 110 160 1 
MIE 584 545 35 4 
MI,W 146 143 3 
OH,N 287 286 1 
OH,S 246 227 18 1 
TNE 165 160 5 
TN.M 123 118 5 ' 
TN,W 305 287 12 6 

7TH 1,133 1,061 60 12 
IL,N 463 433 29 1 
IL,C 148 135 1 2 
IL,S 145 142 1 2 
IN,N 138 135 1 2 
INS 88 73 10 5 
WIE 124 119 5 ' 
Wwi,W 27 24 3 

8TH 1,501 1,430 55 16 
AR,E 174 169 3 2 
AR,W 51 45 5 1 
1A,N 125 119 6 : 
1A,S 104 103 1 
MN 171 165 6 
MO,E 210 191 19 
MO,W 254 248 6 
NE 154 153 1 
ND 73 70 3 ‘ 
SD 185 167 5 13 


127 
227 
772 
401 
1,814 
2,905 


3,232 
318 
541 
623 
208 
421 
328 
295 
156 
342 


1,629 
473 
241 
173 
219 
193 
223 
107 


1,582 
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Original Proceedings 
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Felony __| Misdemeanor 
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5,726 
253 
106 
164 
116 
200 
694 
379 

1,652 

2,164 


2,601 
297 
142 
589 
192 
410 
272 
276 
142 
281 


1,437 
431 
199 
135 
190 
175 
207 
100 
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217 
88 
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262 
150 
362 
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Table D-1. Cases (Continued) 
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Terminated 


Original Proceedings 


——— > a 


Total 
Circuit and District Terminated Total Felony | Misdemeanor | Other’ | Reopens’ 

5TH 6,457 6,336 5,196 1,011 129 36 
LAE 24) 226 211 15 5 
LA,M 113 109 92 16 1 ) 
LA,W 246 237 144 85 8 1 
MS,N 141 134 124 7 3 2 
MS,S 188 182 161 18 3 2 
TX,N 790 766 707 43 16 4 
TXE 348 341 321 17 3 4 
TX,S 1,776 1,750 1,601 124 25 9 
TX,W 2,614 2,591 1,835 686 70 8 

6TH 3,121 3,034 2,418 576 40 20 
KY,E 309 303 268 14 1 2 
KY,W 578 568 144 411 13 1 
MIE 545 535 494 34 7 4 
MI,W 231 226 212 1 3 1 
OH,N 445 439 428 8 3 
OH,S 322 312 263 43 6 1 
TNE 239 222 207 14 1 5 
™N.M 149 137 123 14 . 3 
TN.W 303 292 259 27 6 3 

7TH 1,568 1,519 1,361 139 19 22 
1L,N 483 475 425 46 4 5 
1L,C 246 237 207 28 2 4 
iL,S 207 195 174 18 3 10 
IN.N 175 171 153 12 6 2 
IN,S 170 167 150 13 4 1 
WIE 216 210 194 16 ° ° 
Wwi.w 71 64 58 6 

8TH 2,409 2,344 2,126 173 45 14 
ARE 238 233 212 15 6 1 
AR,W 125 114 95 17 2 3 
1A,N 155 151 141 9 1 2 
IA,S 152 151 149 1 1 . 
MN 277 269 255 14 . 5 
MO,E 434 420 366 52 2 3 
MO,W 291 286 276 10 ° . 
NE 222 219 192 17 10 
ND 153 151 131 17 3 
SD 362 350 309 21 20 
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Pending September 30, 1997 


Felony |Misdemea:, | Other’ — 
3,470 190 49 
200 4 1 
63 3 2 
152 93 6 
66 1 
150 6 5 
454 16 22 
265 6 , 
955 19 5 
1,165 42 8 
2,196 229 12 
205 5 : 
107 127 : 
636 23 3 
118 5 
261 2 
231 21 
213 8 . 
127 2 1 
300 36 8 
1,125 58 1 
435 16 2 
124 19 : 
105 3 3 
174 6 2 
102 6 3 
125 6 : 
60 2 1 
1,608 89 40 
167 3 8 
34 9 2 
128 2 : 
107 4 1 
202 6 : 
227 43 
225 1 . 
221 1 14 
82 2 : 
215 8 15 
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Table D-1. Cases (Continued) 


Pending October 1, 1996 Commenced 
— ~ —_ ir aemeeeeeeees — - 
Original Proceedings 
Total 
Circuit and District Total’ Felony Misdemeanor Other? Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transters 

9TH 6,881 5,307 1,518 56 12,584 12,354 9,225 3,036 93 70 160 
AK 60 41 12 7 180 175 99 72 4 2 3 
AZ 823 784 35 4 2,028 1,987 1,457 522 8 16 25 
CA,N 623 469 153 1 732 713 605 107 1 . 19 
CAE 568 396 155 17 940 936 729 194 13 . 4 
CA,C 1,246 1,203 35 8 1,264 1,173 1,107 31 35 28 63 
CA,S 986 888 96 2 3,312 3,299 3,125 166 8 4 9 
Hi 635 166 469 . 1,292 1,291 188 1,103 . . 1 
1D 70 57 9 4 104 100 81 12 7 3 1 
MT 248 186 60 2 434 431 274 156 1 1 2 
NV 274 268 5 1 295 281 261 19 1 3 11 
OR 381 369 12 . 590 582 544 32 6 . 8 
WA,E 209 203 4 2 303 287 278 8 1 12 4 
WA,W 680 200 472 8 923 912 307 600 5 1 10 
GUAM 62 61 1 . 155 155 145 7 3 ° ° 
NMI 16 16 ° 32 32 25 7 . 

10TH 1,865 1,392 459 14 3,072 3,023 2,240 754 29 17 32 
co 309 243 64 2 542 539 388 147 4 . 3 
KS 202 175 26 1 349 339 295 42 2 5 5 
NM 749 475 271 3 982 977 722 244 1 1 4 
OK,N 98 96 1 1 168 162 153 8 1 3 3 
OK,E 35 34 1 - 67 65 64 1 . 1 1 
OK,W 157 94 62 1 467 456 187 268 1 . 11 
UT 263 228 32 3 377 367 337 28 2 6 4 
WY 52 47 2 3 120 118 94 16 8 1 1 

11TH 3,753 3,498 242 13 6,457 6,262 4,114 2,109 39 74 121 
AL,N 117 111 6 : 346 339 283 50 6 2 5 
AL,M 139 85 54 231 218 146 72 . 4 9 
AL,S 204 203 1 - 235 226 223 3 : é 5 
FL,N 189 172 15 2 295 282 264 17 1 2 11 
FL,M 748 736 8 4 1,098 1,053 1,028 20 5 22 23 
FL.S 1,684 1,649 30 5 1,371 1,302 1,279 17 6 29 40 
GA,N 339 313 24 2 880 861 539 302 20 4 15 
GA,M 202 167 35 - 1,640 1,635 225 1,410 - 2 3 
GA,S 131 62 69 361 346 127 218 1 5 10 
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Table D-1. Cases (Continued) 
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Terminated Pending September 30, 1997 
Original Proceedings T T 4 
Total 
Circuit and District Terminated Total Felony Misdemeanor Other’? Reopens’ | Transters Total Felony |Misdemeanor | Other’ 

9TH 11,853 11,693 8,516 2,826 351 51 109 7,612 5,914 1,629 69 
AK 125 116 67 42 7 3 b 115 72 38 5 
AZ 1,965 1,942 1,382 540 20 15 H 886 848 32 b 
CA,N 718 700 537 159 4 2 16 637 531 105 1 
CAE 766 757 546 154 57 ° 9 742 514 208 20 
CA,C 1,018 993 932 33 28 13 12 1,492 1,435 37 20 
CA,S 3,337 3,329 3,043 271 15 2 6 961 937 24 
HI 1,032 1,023 154 844 25 ; 9 895 195 700 . 
ID 109 105 81 18 6 3 1 65 56 4 5 
MT 378 374 228 141 5 ' A 304 220 84 :; 
NV 281 269 247 20 2 3 9 288 281 t 1 
OR 624 613 559 41 13 1 10 347 331 14 2 
WA,E 318 310 290 17 3 6 2 194 191 3 . 
WA,W 1,039 1,020 318 536 166 3 16 564 190 368 b 
GUAM 112 11 107 4 . . 1 105 98 4 3 
NMI 31 31 25 6 17 15 2 , 

10TH 2,807 2,658 2,004 604 50 23 126 2,130 1,522 594 14 
co 472 427 342 77 H 2 43 379 235 142 2 
KS 302 294 241 49 4 5 3 249 22 20 : 
NM 879 829 642 167 20 ; 50 852 529 321 2 
OK,N 165 153 143 9 1 4 8 101 94 5 2 
OK.E 70 67 65 2 :; 1 2 32 32 ; . 
OK,W 440 432 178 250 4 ; 8 184 105 78 1 
UT 369 354 309 39 6 10 5 271 247 21 3 
wy 110 102 84 11 7 1 7 62 51 7 4 

V1TH 5,989 5,828 3,685 2,086 57 59 102 4,221 3,934 270 17 
AL,N 323 314 266 44 4 2 7 140 126 12 2 
ALM 195 187 112 71 4 2 6 175 122 53 : 
AL,S 216 212 209 3 , 1 3 223 221 2 
FL.N 264 258 235 20 3 1 5 220 208 12 : 
FL.M 941 897 864 25 a 15 29 905 893 A 4 
FL,S 1,355 1,295 1,262 26 7 29 31 1,700 1,669 25 6 
GA,N 795 781 454 304 23 2 12 424 389 30 5 
GA.M 1,578 1,571 170 1,397 4 4 3 264 222 42 : 
GA,S 322 313 113 196 4 3 6 170 84 86 


NOTE: PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE EACH CASE IN WHICH THE DEFENDANT WA 
DANTS IN THE CASE WERE FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 


‘REVISED 


* PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES ASSIGNED TO DISTRICT JUDGES. 
> INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATE JUDGES. REOPENS, AND REMANDS 
“PENDING CASE TOTALS INCLUDE SOME CASES IN WHICH ALL DEFENDANTS HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1. 1996 


PIF 


S A FUGITIVE SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1. 1996. HOWEVER, NO CASE WITH MULTIPLE DEFENDANTS HAS BEEN EXCLUDED UNLESS ALL DEFEN. 


Table D-1. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Pending October 1, 1996 


Commenced 


Original Proceedings 


Total 
Circuit and District Total' Felony | Misdemeanor Other? Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | _ Transfers 

TOTAL 50,098 45,652 4,084 362 70,201 68,967 56,736 11,545 706 450 764 
Doc 654 579 75 . 807 803 664 138 A 4 : 

1ST 2,058 2,013 37 8 1,915 1,856 1,813 29 14 23 36 
ME 113 110 3 ° 160 159 1§1 7 1 - 1 
MA 728 706 18 4 633 617 602 11 4 9 7 
NH 292 291 - 1 211 208 208 - - 3 
RI 251 242 8 1 135 134 126 6 2 1 ° 
PR 674 664 8 2 776 738 726 5 7 13 25 

2ND 8,410 7,830 520 60 §,321 5,226 4,750 444 32 35 60 
cT 375 366 8 1 353 342 334 7 1 4 7 
NY.N 527 480 47 - 720 710 455 255 ° 5 5 
NY,E 2,326 2,284 41 1 1,694 1,669 1,630 37 2 6 19 
NY,S‘ 4,472 4,032 383 57 1,945 1,903 1,796 90 17 19 23 
NY,.W 563 523 40 . 485 479 415 53 11 1 5 
VT 147 145 1 1 124 123 120 2 1 - 1 

3R0 2,819 2,592 184 43 3,424 3,363 2,898 370 95 16 45 
DE 8&3 81 2 ° 157 157 133 24 - . . 
NJ 1,042 888 147 7 1,183 1,165 876 284 5 6 12 
PA,E 987 977 7 3 1,012 992 968 20 “ 7 13 
PAM 299 287 8 4a 402 393 372 20 1 1 8 
PAW 214 197 16 1 426 413 394 17 2 1 12 
vi 194 162 4 28 244 243 155 5 83 1 - 

4TH 4,278 3,796 434 48 8,358 8,230 5,547 2,571 142 62 66 
MD 665 572 57 36 761 748 624 114 10 5 8 
NC,E 397 335 61 1 955 939 449 453 37 5 11 
NC M 236 232 1 3 417 403 395 6 2 6 8 
NCW 640 627 12 1 759 747 701 27 19 8 4 
SC 857 844 12 1 1,124 1,101 1,080 18 3 1 22 
VA,E 776 515 257 4 3,240 3,204 1,259 1,909 36 29 7 
VA.W 398 376 20 2 567 556 519 32 5 7 4 
WV.N 151 149 2 - 209 209 204 5 ° . ° 
WV.S 158 146 12 326 323 316 7 - 1 2 


Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 


Terminated Pending September 30, 1997 
Original Proceedings 
Total 
Circuit and District Terminated Total Felony Misdemeanor Other’ Reopens’ | Transfers Total Felony |Misdemeanor | Other’ 
TOTaL 65,515 64,251 51,864 11,177 1,210 395 869 54,784 4$,715 4,556 513 
DC 710 us 549 154 2 3 2 751 682 68 1 
1ST 1,639 1,000 1,579 28 1 10 11 2,334 2,280 43 1 
ME 179 176 168 7 1 1 2 94 91 3 - 
MA 545 541 526 12 3 1 3 816 794 17 5 
NH 212 211 207 3 1 - 1 291 291 - - 
Ri 137 130 126 1 3 4 3 249 236 13 : 
PR 566 560 552 5 3 a 2 884 868 10 6 
2ND 4,792 4,718 4,262 383 73 36 38 8,939 8,302 569 68 
CT 371 359 346 10 3 9 3 357 350 7 - 
NY.N 665 662 422 197 43 1 2 582 517 65 : 
NY,E 1,731 1,708 1,658 47 3 13 10 2,289 2,245 42 2 
NYS‘ 1,401 1,383 1,299 74 10 10 8 5,016 4,539 411 66 
NY,.W 497 484 419 53 12 1 12 551 508 43 : 
VT 127 122 118 2 2 2 3 144 143 1 
3RD 3,194 3,129 2,711 318 100 18 47 3,049 2,762 245 42 
DE 122 120 107 13 - - 2 118 103 15 : 
NJ 1,145 1,109 861 238 10 14 22 1,080 883 193 4 
PA,E 940 931 904 21 6 1 8 1,059 1,051 6 2 
PA,M 372 367 348 14 5 1 4 329 311 16 2 
PA,W 382 372 341 29 2 1 9 258 249 9 - 
vi 233 230 150 3 77 1 2 205 165 6 34 
4TH 7,771 7,665 4,964 2,459 242 53 53 4,865 4,316 485 64 
MD 641 630 511 112 7 8 3 785 683 63 39 
NC,E 1,025 1,007 510 395 102 9 9 327 263 63 1 
NC,M 392 372 363 6 3 12 8 261 258 1 2 
NC,W 634 622 571 25 26 & . 4 765 753 5 7 
Sc 1,148 1,132 1,077 52 3 3 13 833 821 10 2 
VA,E 2,961 2,943 1,049 1,797 97 11 7 1,055 725 321 9 
VA,W 492 483 430 49 & 2 7 473 455 74 4 
WV.N 208 206 201 5 - - 2 152 150 2 : 
WV,S 270 270 252 18 - - - 214 208 6 
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Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 


| Pending October 1, 1996 Commenced 
| Original Proceedings 
Total 
__ Circuit and District otal’ _ | __ Felony _| Misdemeanor Other? | Commenced | Total | Felony Misdemeanor Other’ Reopens’ | Transters 
5TH 6,247 5,014 160 53 10,056 9,689 8,797 1,018 74 61 106 
LAE 379 367 12 496 476 466 a) 1 13 7 
LAM 65 54 10 1 128 125 114 10 1 1 2 
LAW 348 287 57 4 453 447 313 121 13 1 5 
MS,N 115 112 1 2 174 163 156 6 1 7 4 
MS,S 180 169 9 2 323 315 296 14 5 2 6 
TX,N 856 824 "1 21 1,286 1,255 1,205 41 9 6 25 
TX,E 356 347 8 1 663 651 638 13 . 3 9 
Tx,S 1,578 1,555 21 2 2,870 2,826 2,697 117 12 15 29 
TX,W 1,370 1,299 51 20 3,663 3,631 2,912 687 32 13 19 
6TH 3,762 3,496 253 13 4,912 4,644 4,248 584 12 16 52 
KY.E 270 265 4 1 393 384 372 12 2 7 
KY.W 380 216 163 1 649 634 226 408 2 13 
MIE 1,052 1,013 35 4 1,051 1,034 1,012 20 2 6 1 
MI,W 220 217 3 . 376 371 358 12 1 . 5 
| OH,.N 497 495 2 . 682 679 671 8 . . 3 
OH,S 397 378 18 1 458 451 401 49 1 7 
TNE 258 250 8 . 535 532 516 15 1 2 1 
TN.M 178 171 7 . 262 257 247 4 1 3 2 
TN.W 510 491 13 6 506 502 445 51 6 1 3 
7TH 1,759 1,678 69 12 2,409 2,361 2,207 138 16 28 20 
IL,N 779 749 29 1 820 810 778 30 2 7 3 
IL,C 194 161 11 2 291 284 247 37 . 2 5 
iL,S 225 219 4 2 279 265 239 21 5 12 2 
INN 193 190 1 2 312 305 281 18 6 4 3 
IN,S 127 111 11 5 286 279 265 12 2 3 4 
WIE 196 186 10 265 262 248 14 . 3 
wi,w 45 42 3 156 156 149 6 1 
8TH 2,222 2,142 64 16 3,737 3,684 3,414 192 78 20 33 
ARE 264 258 4 2 391 388 361 11 16 3 
AR,W 61 55 5 1 138 129 106 20 3 1 8 
1A,N 174 168 6 : 233 230 225 4 1 2 1 
1A.S 162 161 1 241 240 234 4 2 1 
MN 263 257 6 493 476 465 1 . 8 9 
MOE 297 272 25 678 671 593 77 1 6 1 
MO,W 470 464 6 443 440 426 14 . 3 
NE 214 213 1 410 406 367 16 23 4 
ND 96 93 3 196 195 178 15 2 1 
SD 221 201 7 13 514 509 459 20 30 3 2 
2S 


Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 


Terminated 


© meme ee ee me ee ee ee 


__ Pending September 30, 1997 


Circuit and District 


Total 


Terminated 


Original Proceedings 


Felony ove Other? ae 


6,143 1,065 167 
434 25 1 
95 18 1 
275 86 10 
179 9 3 
243 18 3 
1,197 47 17 
545 26 3 
2,589 135 49 
2,586 701 70 
3,894 615 46 
373 15 1 
260 429 14 
859 43 9 
344 14 6 
688 8 3 
406 44 6 
344 18 1 
195 17 
425 27 6 
1,998 146 19 
656 49 4 
265 28 2 
281 18 3 
196 12 6 
224 14 4 
283 18 : 
93 7 
3,128 208 49 
357 22 6 
110 18 2 
208 1 1 
222 1 1 
402 17 1 
502 60 2 
516 16 - 
273 18 11 
159 20 5 
379 25 20 
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Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 


Pending October 1, 1996 


Commenced 


Original Proceedings 


Total 
Circult and District Total’ Felony _| Misdemeanor Other? Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other’ Reopens’ | Transfers 

9TH 9,738 8,115 1,543 80 15,694 15,642 12,321 3,121 200 75 177 
AK 79 58 14 7 223 218 140 74 4 2 3 
AZ 1,199 1,146 36 17 2,578 2,529 1,976 545 8 18 31 
CA,N 1,071 913 157 1 1,086 1,067 877 108 82 ° 19 
CAE 864 689 158 17 1,344 1,340 1,110 210 20 4 
CA,C 1,878 1,832 38 8 1,895 1,794 1,722 34 38 31 70 
CAS 1,324 1,223 99 2 3,910 3,897 3,707 182 8 4 9 
HI 713 243 470 ° 1,392 1,391 284 1,107 : . 1 
ID 111 81 15 15 148 144 118 14 12 3 1 
MT 376 314 60 2 608 605 442 162 1 1 2 
NV 594 588 5 1 407 391 368 22 1 3 13 
OR 474 461 13 : 728 720 673 36 1 ° 8 
WA,E 209 203 4 2 306 290 281 8 1 12 A 
WA,W 759 278 473 8 1,032 1,019 410 604 5 1 12 
GUAM 68 67 1 ° 198 198 182 7 9 ° : 
NMI 19 19 39 39 31 8 : 

10TH 2,547 2,060 471 16 4,127 4,077 3,263 765 29 17 33 
co 425 356 67 2 788 785 631 150 4 ° 3 
KS 286 257 28 1 500 490 445 43 2 5 5 
NM 982 706 273 3 1,292 1,287 1,028 248 "1 1 4 
OK,N 129 127 1 1 248 242 232 9 1 3 3 
OK.E 42 41 1 . 117 115 114 1 . 1 1 
OK,W 222 159 62 1 575 564 295 268 1 . 1 
UT 379 339 35 5 450 439 408 29 2 6 5 
wy 82 75 4 3 157 155 130 17 8 1 1 

11TH 6,604 6,337 254 13 9,241 9,012 6,794 2,175 43 93 136 
AL,N 242 234 8 : 514 506 449 51 6 3 5 
AL,M 224 170 54 316 294 221 73 ‘ 4 18 
AL,S 380 379 1 ° 483 474 470 4 : 4 5 
FL.N 292 275 1§ 2 475 462 444 17 1 2 11 
FL,M 1,264 1,251 9 4 1,670 1,614 1,588 21 5 31 25 
FL,S 3,048 3,006 37 5 2,153 2,074 2,029 35 10 36 43 
GA,N 611 585 24 2 1,250 1,230 902 308 20 4 16 
GA,M 327 290 37 . 1.819 1,814 382 1,432 : 2 3 
GA,S 216 147 69 561 544 309 234 1 7 10 


Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 


Terminated Pending Septmber 30, 1997 
Original Proceedings 
Total 
Circuit and District Terminated Total Felony Misdemeanor Other’ Reopens’ | Transters Total Felony | Misdemeanor: | Other’ 
9TH 14,8615 14,631 11,255 2,979 397 58 126 10,817 6,968 1,659 170 
AK 157 148 97 44 7 3 6 145 100 40 5 
AZ 2,470 2,443 1,842 577 24 18 9 1,307 1,257 32 18 
CA,N 975 954 779 164 11 4 17 1,182 1,001 106 75 
CAE 1,066 1,056 816 175 65 10 1,142 901 217 24 
CA,C 1,575 1,547 1,479 37 31 14 4 2,198 2,136 4 21 
CA.S 3,912 3,900 3,567 312 21 2 10 1,322 1,297 25 ° 
HI 1,122 1,109 237 847 25 . 13 983 281 702 ° 
1D 155 151 110 24 17 3 1 104 88 6 10 
MT 536 529 370 154 5 ° 7 448 360 88 ° 
NV 478 464 433 28 3 4 10 523 515 7 1 
OR 725 714 655 46 13 1 10 477 454 16 7 
WA,E 318 310 290 3 6 2 197 194 3 . 
WA,W 1,151 1,132 423 166 3 16 640 264 370 6 
GUAM 139 138 128 6 - 1 127 120 4 3 
NMI 36 36 29 . . 22 20 2 : 
10TH 3,786 3,613 2,908 651 26 147 2,668 2,272 600 16 
co 664 606 509 86 11 2 56 549 404 143 2 
KS 442 434 377 52 5 5 3 344 323 21 . 
NM 1,190 1,138 934 184 20 - 52 1,084 757 325 2 
OK,N 231 218 205 12 1 4 9 146 139 5 2 
OK,E 102 99 97 2 . 1 2 57 57 . ° 
OK,W 538 528 273 251 4 - 10 259 180 78 1 
UT 458 438 382 50 6 13 7 371 345 21 5 
wy 161 152 131 14 7 1 e 78 67 7 4 
11TH 8,923 8,704 6,473 2,171 60 78 141 6,922 6,613 288 21 
AL,N 534 521 470 47 4 3 10 222 208 12 2 
AL,M 317 306 227 75 4 4 7 223 170 53 ° 
AL,S 462 454 450 4 1 7 401 399 2 
FL.N 425 417 394 20 3 1 7 342 330 12 
FL.M 1,516 1,457 1,421 28 8 16 43 1,418 1,406 8 4 
FL,S 2,304 2,223 2,160 55 8 41 40 2,897 2,849 38 10 
GA,N 1,152 1,132 794 313 25 2 18 709 674 30 5 
GA.M 1,722 1,715 291 1,420 4 4 3 424 380 44 . 
GA,S 491 479 266 209 4 6 6 286 197 89 


NOTE: PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE DEFENDANTS WHO HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 


"REVISED. 
? PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES ASSIGNED TO DISTRICT JUDGES 


3 INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATE JUDGES, REOPENS, AND REMANDS 
“PENDING DEFENDANT TOTALS INCLUDE SOME DEFENDANTS WHO HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 
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Table D-2. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Cases Commenced, by Major Offense (Excludes Transfers), 
During the Tweive-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1993 Through 1997 


Percent Change 
Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 19987 Over 1906' 
TOTAL 45,902 44,678 45,053 47,146 49,655 5.3 
PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 

INDICTMENT 27,039 23,869 25,202 26,728 28,925 8.2 

INFORMATION—INDICTMENT WAIVED 6,410 6,712 7,439 7,948 8,848 11.3 

INFORMATION—OTHER 8,627 9,274 8,023 7,993 7,113 11.0 

REMANDED FROM APPELLATE COURT 78 126 173 169 129 -23.7 

REMOVED FROM STATE COURT 30 20 37 34 11 67.7 

REOPENED/REINSTATED 41 51 41 56 60 74 

APPEAL FROM U.S. MAGISTRATE JUDGE 78 136 124 11 108 27 

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY PROCEEDINGS 63 60 88 150 171 14.0 

CONSENT BEFORE MAGISTRATE JUDGE 2,124 1,661 1,680 1,709 1,880 10.0 

RETRIAL ON MISTRIAL 28 27 49 57 77 35.1 

} RETRIAL—REMAND FROM APPEALS COURT 75 83 114 114 110 3.5 

VIOLATION NOTICE 1,306 2,415 2,070 2,076 2,223 74 

OTHER? 3 244 13 1 ; 

GENERAL OFFENSES’ 

HOMICIDE, TOTAL’ 181 195 295 344 348 1.2 
MURDER—FIRST DEGREE’ 85 113 237 297 298 3 
MURDER—SECOND DEGREE’ 49 49 7 12 14 16.7 
MANSLAUGHTER’ 47 33 51 35 36 2.9 

ROBBERY, TOTAL 1,789 1,520 1,240 1,365 1,453 6.4 
BANK 1,714 1,468 1,168 1,291 1,384 72 
POSTAL 51 35 43 36 29 19.5 
OTHER 24 17 29 38 40 5.3 

ASSAULT 523 563 561 540 527 2.4 

BURGLARY—BREAKING AND ENTERING, TOTAL 141 139 63 65 70 7.7 
BANK 77 79 8 2 , 
POSTAL 26 21 22 20 25 25.0 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 9 4 7 , , ' 
OTHER 29 35 26 44 42 46 


Table D-2. Cases (Continued) 
Percent Change 
Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1997 Over 1996' 
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 3,322 3,337 3,432 3,674 3,299 -10.2 
BANK 331 360 221 231 233 9 
POSTAL 371 332 320 365 363 -.6 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 253 227 174 202 155 -23.3 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY 1,788 1,839 2,012 2,075 1,812 “12.7 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC., OF STOLEN PROPERTY 236 210 308 329 265 -19.5 
OTHER 343 369 397 472 471 -.2 
EMBEZZLEMENT, TOTAL 1,857 1,575 1,368 1,264 1,172 -8.7 
BANK 785 707 734 665 594 -10.7 
POSTAL 332 248 243 268 261 -2.6 
OTHER 740 620 391 351 317 -9.7 
FRAUD, TOTAL 7,575 7,098 7,414 7,633 7,874 3.2 
INCOME TAX 867 800 744 745 802 7.7 
LENDING INSTITUTION 1,474 1,338 1,289 1,212 1,145 5.5 
POSTAL 1,317 1,222 1,409 1,176 1,125 4.3 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 10 5 ° - 3 - 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 40 42 30 31 46 48.4 
SOCIAL SECURITY 205 213 242 286 335 17.1 
FALSE PERSONATION 39 40 33 28 32 14.3 
NATIONALITY LAWS 60 27 82 111 158 42.3 
PASSPORT FRAUD 227 161 235 226 205 -9.3 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS 1,600 1,468 1,477 1,692 2,031 20.0 
OTHER 1,736 1,782 1,873 2,126 1,992 -6.3 
AUTO THEFT 349 335 267 232 189 -18.5 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL 1,059 1,093 1,001 987 1,156 17.1 
TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES 29 60 12 - 1 - 
POSTAL FORGERY 70 52 9 2 - - 
OTHER FORGERY 492 403 285 260 230 -11.5 
COUNTERFEITING 468 578 695 725 925 27.6 
SEX OFFENSES, TOTAL 337 359 412 623 690 10.8 
SEXUAL ABUSE 233 259 261 285 305 7.0 
OTHER 104 100 151 338 385 13.9 


Table D-2. Cases (Continued) 
Percent Change 

Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1983 1994 1995 1996 1997 1997 Over 1996' 

DRUGS 12,238 11,369 11,520 12,092 13,656 12.9 

MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL 11,838 12,414 11,114 10,462 10,386 -.7 
BRIBERY 205 283 190 152 168 10.5 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 6,228 7,080 5,214 5,045 4,974 -1.4 
ESCAPE? 725 739 697 723 587 -188 ° 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, AND THREATS 491 509 713 557 572 2.7 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 75 80 26 16 e4 50.0 
KIDNAPPING 67 68 81 116 99 -14.7 
PERJURY 111 93 85 99 87 -12.1 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 3,637 3,112 3,621 3,162 3,184 7 
OTHER 299 450 487 592 691 16.7 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 
=] IMMIGRATION LAWS 2,487 2,595 3,960 5,526 6,677 20.8 

LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE 6 2 3 2 2 - 

FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 2,200 2,084 2,403 2,317 2,156 -7.0 
AGRICUL TURE/CONSERVATION ACTS 254 247 401 313 267 -14.7 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 71 43 38 31 34 9.7 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 67 46 55 48 48 - 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS 27 39 27 48 22 -54.2 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT 20 11 12 7 8 - 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 144 95 85 62 73 17.7 
CIVIL RIGHTS‘ 62 70 73 73 59 -19.2 
CONTEMPT 56 v4 69 81 77 -49 
CUSTOMS LAWS 69 88 97 110 97 -11.8 
POSTAL LAWS 212 182 202 152 165 8.6 
OTHER 1.218 1,189 1,344 1,392 1,306 -6.2 


‘PERCENT CHANGE IS COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES 

? 1994 AND 1995 DATA INCLUDE FILINGS FOR WHICH FELONY WAIVERS HAVE NOT BEEN SIGNED. 

7INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPE, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT. AND BAIL JUMPING 

“THESE INCLUDE CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISIONS OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 28U S.C 1443. 

* IN THE FIRST PRINTING OF 1997 JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS, DATA FOR THIS CATEGORY WERE DISPLAYED 
INCORRECTLY. THE DATA ARE DISPLAYED CORRECTLY IN THIS PRINTING. 
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Table D-2. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Commenced, by Major Offense (Excludes Transfers), 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1993 Through 1997 


Percent Change 
Nature of Procee.'ings and Offense 1993 1904 1905 1996 1907 1907 Over 1906' 
TOTAL 64,699 62,054 63,986 66,696 69,437 3.8 
PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 
INDICTMENT 44,480 40,238 42,866 45,267 47,461 4.8 
INFORMATION—INDICTMENT WAIVED 7,046 7,270 8,222 8,712 9,571 9.9 
INFORMATION—OTHER 8,947 9,528 8,307 8,276 7,463 -9.8 
REMANDED FROM APPELLATE COURT 91 157 209 193 143 -25.9 
REMOVED FROM STATE COURT 33 24 37 36 1 -69.5 
REOPENED/REINSTATED 44 71 43 66 75 13.6 
APPEAL FROM U.S. MAGISTRATE JUDGE 80 138 125 124 114 6.1 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY PROCEEDINGS 82 77 116 190 218 14.7 
CONSENT BEFORE MAGISTRATE JUDGE 2,155 1,696 1,727 1,738 1,918 10.4 
RETRIAL ON MISTRIAL 32 32 62 74 90 21.6 
RETRIAL—REMAND FROM APPEALS COURT 113 117 173 137 142 3.6 
VIOLATION NOTICE 1,593 2,433 2,083 2,082 2,231 7.2 
OTHER? 3 273 16 1 . . 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE, TOTAL 283 330 389 446 432 -3.1 
MURDER—FIRST DEGREE 162 225 322 395 379 -4.1 
MURDER--SECOND DEGREE 71 64 7 14 16 14.3 
MANSLAUGHTER 50 41 60 37 37 . 
ROBBERY, TOTAL 2,265 1,626 1,436 1,635 1,745 6.7 
BANK 2,155 1,748 1,339 1,539 1,653 7.4 
POSFAL 74 54 57 50 39 -22.0 
OTHER 36 24 40 46 53 15.2 
ASSAULT 591 651 625 594 568 -4.4 
BURGLARY—BREAKING AND ENTERING, TOTAL 180 178 86 91 93 2.2 
BANK 91 101 8 . 2 . 
POSTAL 31 24 31 21 29 38.1 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 18 q 12 1 2 . 
OTHER 40 44 35 69 60 -13.1 
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Table D-2. Defendants (Continued) 


Percent Change 
Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1993 | 1994 1995 1996 1997 1997 Over 1996’ 
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 4,167 3,978 4,081 4,393 3,927 -10.6 
BANK 377 414 245 287 293 2.1 
POSTAL 521 459 424 516 460 -10.9 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 453 392 318 371 309 16.7 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY 2,020 1,957 2,166 2,189 1,924 12.1 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC.. OF STOLEN PROPERTY 417 357 512 523 440 -15.9 
OTHER 379 399 416 507 501 1.2 
EMBEZZLEMENT, TOTAL 2,038 1,697 1,449 1,392 1,279 -6.1 
BANK 828 734 759 706 621 -12.0 
POSTAL 344 251 248 272 263 3.3 
OTHER 866 712 442 414 395 4.6 
FRAUD, TOTAL 10,189 9,340 10,173 10,628 10,410 2.1 
} INCOME TAX 1,011 931 850 847 873 3.1 
LENDING INSTITUTION 1,862 1.656 1 688 1,581 1,573 -5 
POSTAL 2.214 1,877 2.420 2.195 1,741 -20.7 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 11 6 . . 3 . 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 51 67 53 53 103 94 3 
SOCIAL SECURITY 230 232 288 332 397 19.6 
FALSE PERSONATION 45 44 33 28 33 17.9 
NATIONALITY LAWS 60 28 85 115 161 40.0 
PASSPORT FRAUD 240 167 245 234 221 56 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS 1.947 1.718 1,733 1,912 2.251 17.7 
OTHER 2.518 2.614 2.778 3.331 3.054 83 
AUTO THEFT 547 514 452 360 382 6.1 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL 1,485 1,561 1,388 1,436 1,711 19.2 
TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES 44 96 18 . 1 . 
POSTAL FORGERY 80 70 11 4 . . 
OTHER FORGERY 648 530 341 307 268 12.7 
COUNTERFEITING 713 865 1,018 1,125 1.442 28.2 
SEX OFFENSES, TOTAL 352 385 436 673 720 7.0 
SEXUAL ABUSE 239 271 274 295 309 4.7 


OTHER 113 114 162 378 411 8.7 


Table D-2. Defendants (Continued) 


Percent Change 
Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1997 Over 1996' 
DRUGS 23,114 21,922 22,929 23,661 25,885 8.5 
MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL 13,481 13,698 12,8652 12,208 11,961 -1.9 
BRIBERY 259 394 262 222 238 7.2 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 6,366 7,094 5,216 5,055 4,977 -1.6 
ESCAPE? 770 842 760 795 638 -19.8 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, AND THREATS 945 975 1,382 1,158 1,101 -4.9 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 178 166 49 26 33 26.9 
KIDNAPPING 112 139 137 220 195 -11.4 
PERJURY 141 122 110 133 97 -27.1 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 4,348 3,695 4,436 3,986 3,988 4 
OTHER 362 471 500 613 714 16.5 
SPECIAL OFFENSES’ 
IMMIGRATION LAWS‘ 2,900 2,953 4,471 6,105 7,328 20.0 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE’ 9 3 3 6 8 - 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL’ 3,098 2,818 3,216 3,068 2,968 -3.3 
AGRICULTURE/CONSERVATION ACTS’ 401 310 530 407 348 “14.5 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS’ 106 88 48 44 47 6.8 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT’ 86 65 72 63 63 - 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS‘ 34 48 49 107 34 -68.2 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT 32 13 12 12 10 -16.7 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS" 190 150 110 102 99 -3.0 
CIVIL RIGHTS“ 89 105 136 115 136 18.3 
CONTEMPT* 63 84 86 87 85 -2.3 
CUSTOMS LAWS’ 106 154 161 197 172 -12.7 
POSTAL LAWS* 221 192 214 158 175 10.8 
OTHER’ 1,770 1,609 1,798 1,776 1,799 1.3 


' PERCENT CHANGE |S COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES 
’ 1994 AND 1995 DATA INCLUDE FILINGS FOR WHICH FELONY WAIVERS HAVE NOT BEEN SIGNED 
INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPE FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT. AND BAIL JUMPING 
* THESE INCLUDE CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISION OF THE CiViL RIGHTS ACT 28U SC 1443 
* IN THE FIRST PRINTING OF 1997 JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS. DATA FOR THIS CATEGORY WERE DISPLAYED 

INCORRECTLY THE DATA ARE DISPLAYED CORRECTLY IN THIS PRINTING 


Table D-3. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Cases Commenced, by Offense and District (Excludes Transfers), 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 
General Offerises 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny | Embezziement Fraud Firearms 

TOTAL 49,655 348 1,453 527 70 3,299 1,172 7,874 3,184 
pc 662 2 8 4 . 55 14 139 114 
1ST 1,001 6 17 14 : 54 25 181 83 
ME 137 . 1 2 : 5 5 19 30 
MA 347 2 12 ? 30 12 88 25 
NH 143 1 2 7 23 7 
RI 99 . 1 6 2 17 10 
PR 275 4 3 2 6 6 34 11 
2ND 3,484 8 50 29 . 160 87 984 219 
6 CT 222 5 8 9 64 38 
NY,N 496 . 5 8 24 15 120 14 
NY,E 1,089 6 1 6 : 37 13 260 53 
NY,S 1,232 1 9 13 : 53 38 418 81 
NY,W 357 . 18 2 35 10 103 20 
VT 88 . 2 . . 3 2 19 13 
3RD 2,417 23 66 24 1 255 89 598 168 
DE 120 . 3 2 15 5 37 17 
NJ 911 2 25 4 149 27 227 43 
PA.E 626 2 17 7 . 40 32 162 70 
PAM 292 2 11 7 29 9 78 18 
PAW 242 . - 1 1 15 15 76 12 
vl 226 17 2 3 7 1 18 A 
4TH 6,044 36 156 79 G 609 115 725 298 
MD 540 2 41 9 . 44 13 90 108 
NC,E 756 3 15 13 5 136 8 52 23 
NC.M 283 2 42 1 . 1 1 48 25 
NC,W 350 4 19 5 20 15 61 29 
Sc 631 1 25 2 36 31 167 58 
VA,E 2,866 23 6 40 334 23 204 167 
VA,.W 281 1 4 6 17 7 56 36 
WV,N 132 2 1 5 1 16 17 
WV,S 205 2 4 1 6 6 31 31 
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Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) : Special Offenses 
Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 

Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws’ Other 
TOTAL 1,156 13,656 4,974 587 2,520 6,677 267 165 1,726 

bc 84 186 . 3 18 10 . 19 
1ST 18 355 4 "1 60 81 3 8 81 

ME . 50 5 y 4 . 7 
MA y 81 1 5 16 27 1 8 23 
NH 4 72 19 2 6 
RI . 37 . 5 16 5 
PR 5 115 3 1 "1 32 2 40 
2ND 75 1,014 67 31 248 317 1 30 164 

cT 2 47 1 16 10 21 
NY,N 6 83 65 3 20 116 1 2 14 
NY,E 29 471 6 75 53 5 64 
NY,S 30 282 2 18 110 117 21 39 
NY,W 4 103 1 22 16 2 21 
vT 4 28 2 5 5 5 
3RD 62 641 3 27 138 174 8 15 125 

DE 6 22 4 4 1 4 
NJ 25 278 8 51 11 4 6 51 
PA,E 18 162 2 8 46 24 2 3 31 
PA.M 5 79 1 8 17 6 1 3 18 
PA,W 8 69 3 12 1 3 18 
vi 31 . 8 128 3 
4TH 132 1,585 1,318 59 359 60 40 11 257 

MD 13 89 51 2 30 14 5 29 
NC,E 7 177 214 4 38 2 19 40 
NC,M 14 94 7 14 4 3 7 
NC,W 16 128 3 8 31 1 1 4 
SC 41 221 7 4 18 2 2 2 9 
VA,E 23 618 1,040 16 201 31 10 3 126 
VA,W 12 104 2 2 11 6 3 1 13 
WV,N . 64 2 7 2 15 
WV,S 6 90 1 9 9 9 
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Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 


General Offenses 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District | Total Homicide Robbery | Assault | Burglary | Larceny Embezziement Fraud Firearms 

STH 6,840 8 106 42 4 347 105 1,282 319 

LAE 271 ; 12 3 . 21 10 53 26 
LA.M 116 1 6 ; . 9 9 47 9 
LA,W 294 . 1 2 1 85 15 45 14 
MS,N 126 . 3 1 3 3 22 1 
MS,S 221 1 9 2 1 1 12 45 11 
TX,N 748 2 29 5 1 74 21 185 76 
TX,E 393 1 7 3 15 2 50 54 
TX,S 1,785 2 15 17 14 14 195 51 
TX,w 2,886 1 24 9 1 115 19 640 67 
6TH 3,184 9 160 20 5 398 180 579 310 

KY,E 311 . 1 1 2 8 15 62 19 
KY,W 532 1 11 3 : 245 14 35 25 
MILE 612 : 35 5 1 22 36 103 101 
Mi,W 203 3 9 3 : 9 19 50 24 
6 OH,N 418 . 32 1 : 25 50 129 36 
OHS 321 6 1 48 18 94 15 
TNE 294 2 20 1 1 14 9 32 30 
TN.M 154 2 17 3 11 6 22 18 
TN,W 339 1 19 2 1 16 13 52 42 
7TH 1,609 1 84 13 1 95 80 374 178 

1L,N 470 . 45 3 . 27 37 163 30 
IL,C 236 ; 9 2 ; 4 7 17 23 
IL,S 171 ; 4 ; - 9 4 15 18 
IN,N 216 6 1 12 9 58 39 
IN,S 189 2 2 8 5 43 28 
WE 220 . 15 4 27 9 54 31 
Wwi,w 107 1 3 1 1 8 9 24 9 
8TH 2,614 60 98 63 22 103 88 444 263 

ARE 239 . 5 . 1 6 9 55 30 
AR,W 111 2 5 2 2 5 6 22 7 
1A,N 159 ; 4 - ; 2 3 20 25 
IA,S 159 . 7 1 4 4 19 21 
MN 306 6 29 3 1 6 16 58 31 
MO,E 493 1 19 4 16 14 109 62 
MO,W 270 2 7 1 17 13 63 33 
NE 301 1 10 4 23 6 32 16 
ND 163 13 4 14 1 6 3 23 19 
SD 413 35 8 34 17 18 14 43 19 
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Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 
General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 
Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 
Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws* Other 
5TH 124 2,480 43 116 174 1,492 16 6 176 
LAE 12 89 - 2 12 4 3 - 19 
LA,M 1 16 . 1 S 5 7 
LAW 10 75 1 3 19 1 1 1 20 
MS,N 11 52 2 8 2 3 
MS,S 6 76 3 1 24 2 3 14 
TX,N 27 119 14 15 40 113 27 
TX,E 14 203 5 17 10 2 10 
TX,S 23 710 5 48 23 623 3 4 34 
TX,W 20 1,140 16 39 26 727 4 1 37 
6TH 108 869 90 46 183 52 18 11 146 
KY.E 7 140 10 19 7 10 
KYW 8 58 48 13 32 4 1 34 
MIE 33 201 9 26 8 5 1 26 
MI.W 5 38 1 22 7 2 1 9 
OH.N 16 75 4 20 7 5 18 
OH,S 15 83 2 1 11 7 . 3 17 
TNE 5 138 1 4 21 2 3 1 10 
TN.M 5 51 - 1 - 3 1 6 
TN.W 14 85 38 3 24 7 6 16 
7TH 46 436 34 28 97 35 7 26 74 
IL.N 17 67 2 32 5 2 18 22 
iL,C 5 99 27 6 15 11 1 2 8 
iL, 1 87 3 2 10 8 10 
INN 6 49 3 15 4 4 10 
IN.S 2 67 2 5 15 3 - 7 
WIE 6 43 4 6 4 3 2 12 
WIi.W 9 24 2 6 a 1 - 5 
8TH 54 836 48 29 264 123 a7 1 71 
ARE 11 84 3 20 1 4 10 
AR,W 4 31 8 1 11 - 2 3 
1A,N 1 79 - 5 16 4 
1A,S 1 78 2 10 9 3 
MN g 109 3 15 7 3 1 9 
MO.E 11 146 33 4 27 6 25 16 
MO,W 9 wd 1 4 15 1 10 
NE 3 131 2 2 37 26 1 7 
ND 1 22 3 27 23 1 3 
SD 4 62 4 7 97 34 11 6 
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Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 


a 


Circuit and District - 


9TH 


10TH 


OK,E 
OK,W 


11TH 
AL,N 
AL,M 
AL,S 
FL,N 
FL,M 
FL,S 
GA,N 
GA.M 
GA,S 


Total 


rs seen 


12,424 
177 
2,003 
713 


3 7A 


5 hata ttn ae tna ___ General Offenses a 
1 Weapons 
and 
_|___ Homicide Robbery | Assault | _Larceny | Embezziement | Fraud | Firearms _ 
126 450 134 16 572 201 1,560 437 
1 7 2 1 24 5 i6 4 
74 32 24 5 31 13 468 69 
2 38 8 30 18 130 38 
3 33 7 1 77 18 133 36 
4 137 17 79 31 353 68 
2 48 25 39 20 111 22 
4 21 5 3 91 12 29 7 
5 2 3 1 4 4 18 1 
13 6 16 4 12 4 51 19 
a) 24 7 7 1 84 24 
4 70 1 28 14 44 44 
3 y 1 . 6 2 17 41 
2 16 17 1 136 37 71 32 
7 1 7 7 30 16 
1 5 1 
50 75 59 6 222 68 321 201 
5 15 24 2 57 15 74 33 
3 8 2 . 32 15 53 55 
31 20 13 2 6 4 26 33 
1 8 11 14 51 20 
1 1 1 6 1 4 
1 3 89 5 49 19 
4 20 6 1 17 10 4) 20 
5 2 10 1 4 5 16 17 
19 183 46 6 429 120 687 398 
2 7 2 1 44 6 67 25 
1 10 3 1 46 8 21 9 
17 2 5 2 29 25 
1 11 1 1 21 14 25 39 
5 47 14 46 23 232 93 
2 38 8 1 35 31 148 96 
3 34 8 2 62 21 114 71 
2 11 5 85 6 25 25 
3 8 3 85 4 26 15 


Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 


Special Offenses — = 


General Offenses (Continued 


Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 
Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws |_ Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws* Other 

9TH 170 2,637 1,461 124 434 3,647 92 43 320 
AK 1 46 35 2 2 y 5 12 
AZ 18 540 23 80 578 15 33 
CA,N 8 57 14 123 26 257 : 5 69 
CAE 3 167 7 24 27 349 18 1 32 
CA,C 72 156 : 8 45 162 1 31 37 
CA,S 18 1,079 . 18 22 |,860 3 2 34 
HI 2 97 933 2 58 13 14 
1) 3 11 1 1 9 12 7 1 
MI 2 53 119 5 50 29 29 15 
NV 8 58 2 8 1 24 2 5 
OR 10 99 13 18 212 5 1 19 
WA,E 4 107 1 2 15 75 4 12 
WA,wW 16 103 347 4 61 42 2 3 23 
GUAM 5 48 2 4 25 2 
NMI 16 6 1 2 

10TH 52 819 425 39 153 452 21 6 71 
co 11 146 55 14 21 50 3 2 12 
KS 7 115 8 4 14 14 1 . 13 
NM 8 308 217 4 31 249 8 3 10 
OK,N 1 23 2 15 
OK,E 1 34 5 2 
OK,W 4 85 144 23 8 1 1 13 
UT 2 82 1 2 31 127 2 7 
wy 3 26 2 13 4 5 

11TH 231 1,798 1,481 74 392 234 14 2 222 
AL,N 29 91 22 4 24 3 3 . 11 
AL,M 20 60 24 8 8 1 . 2 
AL,S 12 110 . 2 19 1 1 5 
FL,N 4 115 15 14 16 2 1 4 
FL.M 63 354 2 21 45 77 2 51 
FL,S 46 671 . 4 54 75 5 1 111 
GA,N 38 169 70 13 174 64 1 1 20 
GA.M 7 168 1,271 1 15 7 . 9 
GA,S 12 60 77 2 37 4 1 - 9 


‘OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NONMAILABLE MATERIAL, AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS 


Table D-3. 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Commenced, by Offense and District (Excludes Transfers), 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


General Offenses 7 pub Nana 
g T y Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezzlement Fraud Firearms 

TOTAL 69,437 432 1,745 568 93 3,927 1,279 10,410 3,968 
oc 807 4 8 “ . 62 15 156 122 

1ST 1,879 12 31 17 . 83 ai 256 115 
ME 159 1 2 5 5 20 32 
MA 626 3 14 10 54 14 109 43 
NH 208 1 2 ? 36 10 
Ri 135 1 6 2 28 10 
PR 751 9 15 2 "1 20 63 20 

2ND 5,261 12 63 31 . 211 97 1,239 281 
CT 346 1 9 . g y 74 42 
NY,N 715 5 8 26 16 132 17 
NYE 1,675 gy 16 7 77 16 361 91 
NY.S 1,922 2 13 14 58 42 533 104 
NY.W 480 18 2 37 10 110 20 
VT 123 2 4 4 29 17 

3RD 3,379 27 81 31 1 278 90 819 203 
DE 157 4 2 16 5 53 19 
NJ 1,171 2 28 4 154 27 267 44 
PAE 999 4 27 4 48 33 226 96 
PA.M 394 4 11 8 29 9 118 22 
PA,W 414 . 9 1 1 24 15 136 12 
vi 244 17 2 7 7 1 19 10 

4TH 8,292 49 178 81 10 682 119 944 592 
MD 753 3 50 10 51 13 137 122 
NC,E 944 5 17 13 5 145 9 71 29 
NC,M 409 3 44 1 17 11 57 35 
NC,W 755 4 22 5 31 15 83 40 
SC 1,102 1 28 3 41 33 222 88 
VAE 3,233 32 7 41 1 356 24 250 179 
VA,W 563 1 5 6 28 7 65 44 
WV,N 209 2 1 5 1 22 22 
WV,S 324 3 4 1 x 6 37 33 
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Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 

Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 
Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws* Other 
TOTAL 1,711 25,8685 4,977 638 3,480 7,328 348 175 2,453 
DC 89 274 - 3 26 12 : 6 26 
1ST 31 933 4 13 106 95 4 8 130 
ME. ° 60 - 7 9 4 - - 14 
MA 20 251 1 5 32 33 2 8 27 
NH 4 120 . . 20 2 - 6 
RI . 57 - . 5 16 - . 10 
PR 7 445 3 1 40 40 2 . 73 
2ND 109 2,040 67 31 462 349 é 33 224 
CT 4 133 - 1 28 10 . . 26 
NY,N 1 238 65 3 40 136 2 2 14 
a] NY,E 44 761 . 6 137 54 - 8 88 
NY,S 41 683 2 18 215 127 21 49 
NY,.W 183 1 36 16 2 41 
VT 42 2 6 6 6 
3RD 74 1,171 a 29 193 179 8 16 176 
DE 7 36 4 4 1 6 
NJ 29 449 8 75 12 4 6 62 
PA.E 22 375 2 8 63 26 2 3 55 
PA.M 6 126 1 8 23 7 1 3 18 
PA.W 10 148 ; 5 18 1 4 30 
vl 37 10 129 5 
4TH 194 3,144 1,318 64 458 67 52 12 328 
MD 16 177 51 3 57 16 5 42 
NC,E 10 303 214 4 54 2 20 43 
NC.M 18 181 - 7 16 5 4 10 
NC,W 31 440 3 9 51 1 2 18 
SC 70 545 7 9 33 2 6 2 12 
VA,E 29 851 1,040 16 210 32 16 3 146 
VA,W 13 335 2 5 12 9 3 1 27 
WV,.N . 118 2 14 . 2 20 
Wv.S 7 194 1 9 11 10 
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Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


General Offenses 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezzlement Fraud Firearms 

STH 9,950 11 145 43 6 445 122 1,604 396 

LA,E 489 . 18 3 - 24 13 72 29 
LA,M 126 3 6 . - 11 9 48 9 
LA,W 448 1 2 1 87 19 66 14 
MS,N 170 3 1 2 3 3 26 15 
MS,S 317 1 12 2 1 12 13 62 11 
TX,N 1,261 3 34 5 1 124 25 303 100 
TX,E 654 1 9 3 21 2 71 66 
TX,S 2,841 2 33 17 32 19 264 61 
TX,W 3,644 1 29 10 1 131 19 692 91 
6TH 4,869 14 190 22 6 468 194 838 399 

KY,E 386 - 12 1 2 10 17 70 25 
KY,W 636 2 14 3 - 258 14 68 34 
MIE 1,040 - 46 5 1 34 42 159 125 
MILW 371 3 11 3 25 21 72 30 
=] OH,N 679 38 1 28 53 203 46 
OH,S 451 6 1 51 18 109 19 
TN,E 534 2 21 2 2 21 10 41 32 
™N,M 260 5 17 4 19 6 36 20 
TN,W 503 2 25 2 1 22 13 80 68 
7TH 2,389 3 93 15 1 146 85 527 217 

1L,N 817 50 4 56 41 260 45 
IL,C 286 10 6 8 19 24 
iL,S 277 1 4 13 4 19 18 
INN 309 9 1 17 9 78 47 
IN.S 282 : 2 2 13 5 59 41 
WIE 262 1 1§ 5 27 9 63 32 
Wi.w 156 1 3 1 1 14 9 29 10 
8TH 3,704 73 118 71 34 132 94 584 318 

AR,E 388 - 7 1 7 9 77 38 
AR,W 130 2 6 2 7 7 26 7 
1A,N 232 : 5 . - 2 3 27 31 
1A,S 240 - 7 1 - 4 4 22 34 
MN 484 6 35 3 1 7 17 86 46 
MO,E 677 2 21 5 : 20 15 137 66 
MO,W 440 2 10 1 - 24 13 84 37 
NE 406 1 11 5 : 23 6 45 18 
ND 195 ‘4 5 16 1 10 3 25 19 
SD 512 46 11 38 29 28 17 55 22 
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Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 
Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 

Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws* Other 

5TH 213 4,536 43 127 279 1,729 24 7 220 

LA.E 18 223 - 5 47 4 6 - 22 
LA.M 3 16 - 1 5 5 - - 10 
LAW 17 178 1 5 25 1 1 1 29 
MS,N 15 79 - 3 9 2 4 
MS,S 13 137 3 1 29 2 3 15 
TX,N 40 355 14 16 77 129 35 
TX,E 31 392 . 6 25 10 3 14 
TX,S 47 1,457 9 48 28 771 6 4 43 
TX,W 29 1,699 16 42 34 800 5 2 43 
6TH 168 1,877 90 51 239 66 27 11 200 

KY.E 1 189 - 10 22 7 - . 10 
KY,W 20 83 48 13 36 5 3 35 
Mi,E 44 451 - 10 43 15 5 1 59 
MI,.W 5 149 1 1 25 10 3 1 11 
OH,N 27 219 - 7 22 7 - 5 23 
OH,S 21 172 2 1 22 7 3 19 
TNE 10 342 1 4 26 2 3 1 14 
TN.M 7 121 - 1 14 3 1 6 
T™N.W 23 151 38 4 29 10 12 23 
7TH 67 870 34 30 130 37 12 26 96 

IL,N 28 212 - 2 60 6 2 18 33 
IL.C 5 138 27 6 16 12 1 2 10 
iL.S 1 183 3 2 10 8 11 
IN.N 7 101 3 18 4 4 11 
INS 2 121 2 5 15 3 3 9 
WIE 11 61 4 6 4 5 2 17 
Wwi.w 13 54 2 8 5 5 
8TH 72 1,550 48 29 301 131 50 1 98 

ARE 18 185 3 20 1 5 17 
AR,.W 4 41 & 1 12 2 3 
1A.N 1 128 - 11 16 6 
1A.S 1 140 2 13 9 3 
MN 15 223 3 16 7 4 1 14 
MO.E 12 276 33 4 33 9 25 19 
MO.W 11 211 1 4 24 1 : 17 
NE 3 216 2 2 38 28 1 7 
ND 1 36 3 31 24 2 5 
iT 9) 6 94 4 7 103 34 11 7 
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Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


General Offenses 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud Firearms 

9TH 15,717 142 509 142 23 678 220 2,046 579 
AK 220 1 7 2 1 27 5 16 11 
AZ 2,547 81 35 25 7 42 te 546 77 
CA,N 1,067 3 45 2 37 18 178 63 
CA.E 1,340 3 39 7 1 89 21 204 56 
CA,C 1,825 4 162 19 104 38 494 119 
CAS 3,901 2 52 27 48 22 157 31 
HI 1,391 4 24 6 3 100 12 34 4 
10 147 5 2 3 1 6 4 21 12 
MT 606 13 7 17 9 29 12 69 23 
NV 394 9 28 8 12 11 133 27 
OR 720 4 75 1 30 15 52 58 
WA.E 302 3 4 1 6 2 17 41 
WA,W 1,020 10 16 17 1 139 37 85 34 
GUAM 198 A 1 - 7 35 18 
NMi 39 1 5 1 

10TH 4,094 64 92 63 § 232 72 419 257 
co 785 7 17 26 2 59 15 87 50 
KS 495 3 11 2 33 15 77 73 
NM 1,288 36 24 14 2 6 7 29 37 
OK,N 245 1 4 15 15 77 29 
OK,E tu 4 1 1 6 14 4 
OK,W 564 1 4 90 5 57 23 
UT 445 7 26 6 1 18 10 57 21 
wy 156 6 4 10 1 5 5 21 20 

11TH 9,105 21 237 48 6 510 130 978 499 
AL.N 509 2 11 2 1 64 6 88 34 
AL.M 298 1 14 3 1 50 10 24 12 
ALS 478 28 2 7 2 39 30 
FL.N 464 1 14 1 25 14 43 45 
FL.M 1,645 5 68 14 - 52 29 327 111 
FL.S 2,110 2 40 9 1 63 33 226 124 
GA,N 1,234 5 38 9 2 63 21 170 95 
GA,M 1,816 2 16 5 - 86 6 27 32 
GA,S 551 3 8 3 100 a 34 16 
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Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) _| Special Ottenses 
Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 
Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other | Laws Acts _Laws* — Other 
9TH 255 4,358 1,464 141 563 3,695 120 47 535 
AK 1 76 35 2 4 9 7 . 16 
AZ 28 901 27 93 601 16 63 
CA,N "1 175 14 14 47 269 § 180 
CAE 3 418 7 24 32 359 25 1 51 
CAC 123 368 14 62 235 1 35 47 
CA.S 20 1,461 18 46 1,963 4 2 48 
HI 3 168 934 2 64 13 16 
ID 4 33 1 1 14 14 12 14 
MT 2 130 121 6 70 34 34 30 
NV 14 87 2 8 18 25 4 8 
OR 18 180 16 22 212 "1 1 25 
WA,E 4 110 1 2 15 75 4 12 
WA,W 19 166 347 6 65 42 3 31 
2] GUAM 5 63 2 4 44 2 
NMI 22 7 1 2 
10TH 85 1,519 425 44 196 509 23 6 82 
co 15 341 55 18 24 52 3 2 12 
KS 18 197 8 4 23 14 1 16 
NM 8 §34 217 10 33 304 10 3 14 
OK,N 18 49 : 2 21 10 
OK.E 1 65 : 16 
OK,W 17 161 144 6 33 8 1 1 13 
UT 3 125 1 31 127 2 
wy 5 47 2 15 4 6 
11TH 354 3,613 1,481 76 §27 259 26 2 338 
ALN 42 180 22 4 29 3 4 17 
ALM 26 113 24 8 8 2 2 
AL,S 23 303 2 28 1 1 12 
FL,N 5 247 15 15 27 2 1 8 
FLM 101 687 2 21 63 77 2 86 
FLS 70 1,174 : 4 109 89 15 1 145 
GA,t 51 400 70 14 198 73 1 1 23 
GA.M 8 319 1,271 1 24 7 12 
GA,S 28 190 77 2 41 5 2 33 


‘OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NONMAILABLE MATERIAL, AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS 


Table D-4. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Disposed of, by Type of Disposition and Offense, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
Total Plea of Nolo 
Nature of Offense Defendants Total Dismissed’ Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere Court Jury 
TOTAL 63,148 7,600 6,607 400 493 55,648 51,647 271 499 3,231 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE 319 54 “4 5 15 265 190 1 3 71 
MURDER—FIRST DEGREE 253 46 29 4 13 207 140 1 3 63 
MURDER—SECOND DEGREE 28 2 1 1 26 22 4 
MANSLAUGHTER 38 6 4 2 32 28 4 
ROBBERY 1,591 77 66 5 6 1,514 1,440 : 6 68 
BANK 1,502 67 60 4 3 1,435 1,365 . 5 65 
POSTAL 49 2 1 1 . 47 45 ; . 2 
eo OTHER 40 8 5 3 32 30 1 1 
ASSAULT 530 103 83 5 15 427 370 4 14 39 
BURGLARY 71 7 7 . 64 64 . 
CANK 1 1 
POSTAL 1A 1 1 . . 17 17 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 2 . :, : 2 2 
OTHER 50 5 5 . :, 45 45 
LARCENY AND THEFT 3,675 621 777 23 21 2,054 2,657 36 45 116 
BANK 321 10 10 . . 311 302 2 . 7 
POSTAL 457 34 33 1 , 423 413 1 1 H 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 292 25 21 2 2 267 238 . . 29 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY 1,764 462 436 16 10 1,302 1,218 30 37 17 
TRANSPORT. STOLEN PROP. 372 63 54 3 t 309 258 ‘ 1 50 
OTHER 469 227 223 1 3 242 228 3 6 5 
EMBEZZLEMENT 1,220 128 118 1 9 1,092 1,043 2 1 4h 
BANK 626 62 59 . 3 564 549 1 14 
POSTAL 239 33 29 1 3 206 195 1 10 
OTHER 355 33 30 3 322 299 1 22 


Table D-4. (Continued) 
Not Convicted ss Convicted and Sentenced at 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
Total Plea of Nolo 
Nature of Offense Defendants Total Dismissed’ Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere Court Jury 

FRAUD 10,806 898 767 46 85 9,908 9,400 18 17 473 
INCOME TAX 840 42 35 1 6 798 745 4 2 47 
LENDING INSTITUTION 1,461 112 97 9 6 1,349 1,256 3 89 
POSTAL 1,998 222 191 6 25 1,776 1,647 5 1 123 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 3 . . . . 3 3 . . ° 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 69 8 6 . 2 61 57 4 
SOCIAL SECURITY 273 55 50 1 4 218 208 1 9 
FALSE PERSONATION 31 7 5 . 2 24 22 2 
NATIONALITY LAWS 134 5 1 . 128 124 4 
PASSPORT FRAUD 211 18 16 : 2 193 191 . . 2 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATEMENTS 2,085 154 128 14 12 1,931 1,881 1 5 44 
OTHER 3,701 274 234 14 26 3,427 3,266 7 5 149 
2 ] AUTO THEFT 277 43 36 2 5 234 204 1 1 28 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 1,325 129 115 4 10 1,196 1,129 1 3 63 
TRANSPORT. FORGED SECURITIES 2 1 . . 1 1 1 : . ; 
POSTAL FORGERY 3 1 1 . 2 1 . . 1 
OTHER FORGERY 277 20 20 . . 257 252 . . 5 
COUNTERFEITING 1,043 107 94 4 9 936 875 1 3 57 
SEX OFFENSES 599 65 46 4 15 534 480 2 10 ad 
SEXUAL ABUSE 280 42 24 3 15 238 210 2 7 19 
OTHER 319 23 22 1 . 296 270 . 3 23 
DRUGS 22,276 2,443 2,224 36 183 19,833 18,301 14 65 1,453 


38 | 


Table D-4. (Continued) 
Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
Total Piea of Nolo 
Nature of Offense Defendants Total Dismissed’ Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere Court Jury 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES 10,784 1,978 1,675 235 68 6,806 7,739 175 268 624 
BRIBERY 200 15 13 1 1 185 167 1 17 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 4,604 1,145 931 210 4 3,459 3,130 100 214 15 
ESCAPE 595 100 97 2 1 495 469 2 2 22 
EXTORT., RACKETS., THREATS 1,148 138 112 8 18 1,010 874 2 134 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 33 6 5 1 27 22 5 
KIDNAPPING 106 12 10 2 94 79 15 
PERJURY 161 22 18 1 3 139 107 3 29 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 3,317 402 358 7 37 2915 2,511 2 19 383 
OTHER 620 138 131 1 482 380 70 28 4 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 6,751 277 260 7 10 6,474 6,409 5 11 49 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE 10 1 1 : : 9 8 - - 1 
FEDERAL STATUTES 2,914 476 398 27 51 2,438 2,213 12 55 158 
AGRI. /CONSERV ACTS 339 94 89 5 245 220 1 14 10 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 33 2 2 31 29 2 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 75 8 4 1 3 67 64 3 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS 25 6 6 19 11 7 1 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT 10 10 9 1 
NATIONA!. DEFENSE LAWS 3 2 2 1 1 
CIVIL RIGHTS 105 25 14 11 80 63 17 
CONTEMP) 59 12 11 1 47 4) 5 1 
CUSTOMS LAWS 148 26 23 1 2 122 118 4 
POSTAL LAWS 183 13 13 170 164 1 2 
OTHER 1,934 288 236 20 32 1,646 1,493 10 27 116 


NOTE DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN TWO OR MORE CASES THAT WERE TERMINATED DURING THIS YEAR ARE REPORTED ONLY ONCE THEREFORE THIS TABLE’S FIG'IMES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF 


ARE LESS THAN THE FIGURES IN TABLES D AND D-1 FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS TERMINATED THIS TABLE’S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS EXCLUDE 869 TRANSFERS AND | 498 TERMINATIONS FOR DEFENDANTS 
CHARGED IN MORE THAN ONE CASE DURING THIS YEAR 


* THIS COLUMN INCLUDES DEFENDANTS WHO WERE COMMITTED PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 US C 2902 OF THE NARCOTIC ADDICT REHABILITATION AC T 


3 ¥2- 


Table D-5. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Sentenced After Conviction, by Offense, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Type of Sentence 
Regular Sentences to imprisonment’ Other Sentences 
to Imprisonment Probatic» 
6 7 13 36 More 6 7 13 36 
Total Total Months to to to Then Average Months to to Months ‘verage 
Defendants; impris- or 12 35 60 8 Sentence or 12 35 or S& vtence Fine 
Nature of Offense Sentenced; oned Less Months Months Wonths Months in Months?| Life Death Other’| Total Less Months Months More in Months‘ | Other’ | Only 
TOTAL 55,648 (41,105 5422 3,664 11,054 7,547 10,732 58.8 335 7 2,344 [11,871 643 2,237 2,090 6,686 32.7 215 2,672 
‘ GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE 265 233 9 11 33 as 101 116.0 24 5 1 32 1 1 é 28 45.7 : : 
FIRST DEGREE 207 182 5 4 15 34 95 137.1 24 «4 1 25 1 1 1 22 45.5 - . 
SECOND DEGREE 26 25 - 1 7 11 5 75.1 - 1 - 1 . - . 1 48.0 
MANSLAUGHTER 32 26 4 6 1 4 1 29.2 . . - 6 . . 1 5 46.0 
ROBBERY 1,514 1,477 21 18 209 469 742 82.3 7 - 11 37 - : 3 33 49.2 1 - 
BANK 1,435 1,404 20 14 193 454 707 82.6 7 . 4 31 . . 2 28 49.4 1 . 
POSTAL 47 47 . 2 8 1 25 80.1 - . 1 . . . . 
OTHER 32 26 1 2 8 4 10 67.0 - . 1 6 - - 1 5 48.0 
ASSAULT 427 254 76 39 55 40 27 31.7 - : 17 154 11 40 41 59 28.0 3 19 
BURGLARY 64 42 5 6 27 2 ! 20.6 : . 1 22 - A 3 15 46.9 - . 
BANK ‘ . . ‘ ‘ ‘ ; ; ; 
POSTAL 17 14 1 1 10 2 . 23.5 . - . 3 - - . 3 52.0 
INTERSTATE 
SHIPMENTS 2 1 . . 1 . . 18.0 . - . 1 . . 1 - 24.0 
OTHER 45 27 4 5 16 . 1 19.1 . . 1 18 . 4 2 12 47.3 
LARCENY AND THEFT 2,854 1,153 333 235 336 101 84 25.4 - : 64 |1,560 189 407 256 693 28.3 15 141 
BANK 311 114 33 25 30 10 10 241 . . 6 | 196 5 11 22 153 40.8 5 1 
POSTAL 423 258 80 70 80 12 3 146 . . 13 | 164 3 14 35 111 35.1 1 1 
INTERSTATE 
SHIPMENTS 267 191 22 23 70 32 38 44.2 . . 6 76 3 6 12 54 37.9 1 
OTHER US 
PROPERTY 1,302 282 131 57 49 4 7 12.3 . . 29 | 933 166 331 161 270 22.9 5 87 
TRANSPORT. FTC., 
STOLEN PROP 309 239 33 43 97 36 24 30.5 . 6 70 3 2 7 58 45.0 
OTHER 242 69 34 17 10 2 2 478 . . 4 | 121 ) 43 19 47 248 3 52 


Table D-5. (Continued) 
Type of Sentence 
Regular Sentences to Imprisonment’ — viene Probation 
Imprisonmen 
6 7 13 36 More 6 7 13 36 
Total Total Months to to to Than Average Months to to Months Average 
Defendants; impris- or 12 35 60 60 Sentence or 12 35 or Sentence Fine 
Nature of Offense Sentenced; oned Less Months Months Months Months in Months’ | Life Death Other’! Total Less Months Months More inMonths‘ | Other’; Only 
EMBEZZLEMENT 1,092 619 257 + 108 107 29 16 14.4 : * 102 | 469 12 57 105 42 s-275 34.4 20 4 
BANK 564 373 168 52 43 - ? 11.1 : : 89 | 187 7 29 47 87 30.0 17 4 
POSTAL 206 49 23 13 10 3 . 11.3 : . - | 157 1 17 34 104 35.9 1 
OTHER 322 197 66 43 48 18 9 20.4 : : 13 | 125 4 11 24 84 39.2 2 
FRAUD 9,908 5,797 1613 927 1,877 628 187 20.8 1 : 554 |4,010 al 280 680 2,900 37.9 69 101 
INCOME TAX 798 323 107 63 105 28 10 18.8 , ;, 10 | 458 9 30 114 301 36.0 4 17 
LENDING 
INSTITUTION 1,349 1.079 305-167 348 90 31 185 ; ; 138 | 267 7 16 39 189 38.2 16 
POSTAL 1,776 1,118 193 160 497 179 67 274 : 22 | 645 "1 46 87 493 416 - 13 
VETERANS AND 
ALLOTMENTS 3 : ; ; ; . :, : , : 3 : . 2 1 26.0 
SECURITIES AND 
=] EXCHANGE 61 44 3 5 23 10 3 30.1 - : 14 7 : 7 266 3 
SOCIAL SECURIT / 218 106 34 20 33 3 3 17.9 . . 13 | 112 3 12 27 67 38.4 3 - 
FALSE 
PERSONATION 24 15 3 2 5 3 1 24.7 - 1 - 1 2 4 1 20.3 : 1 
NATIONAL ITY LAWS 128 91 59 + 4 5 . 7.1 . . 13 37 - 2 4 25 33.9 1 
PASSPORT FRAUD 193 130 55 17 7 6 2 105 - . 43 62 3 « 19 30 27.4 2 1 
FALSE CLAIMS & 
STATEMENTS 1,931 939 450 96 120 32 13 10.7 . . 228 | 962 14 58 96 772 36.1 22 30 
OTHER 3.427 1.952 404 =: 388 734 272 67 23.1 : 86 |1,442 33 99 283 «1,014 38.6 13 33 
AUTO THEFT 234 205 13 11 St 19 91 110.3 10 ~=C- 10 29 - t 4 23 42.6 1 - 
FORGERY AND 
COUNTERFEITING 1,196 696 169 177 245 47 28 19.4 - - 30 500 16 24 120 332 35.7 8 - 
TRANS. FORGED 
SECURITIES 1 , , , . ‘ , . . , . 1 . : . 1 60.0 
POSTAL FORGERY 2 2 1 1 . . . a5 
OTHER FORGERY 257 118 49 a9 27 3 1 12.4 , . 6 | 139 2 15 47 72 32.2 
COUNTERFEITING 936 | 576 119 144 218 44 27 208 | 24 | 360 14 9 73 «(258 37.0 | 
} | 
SEX OFFENSES ye) eS | “6 18 0 «6s290 0 1; 7) 00 (3 6 Nn 7 4322 
“ EXUAL ABUSE 238 «| «203 10 20 58 26 ~~ 718 1 35 1 ! 5 27 417 } a | 
OTHER | 296 =| (231 13 32 129 20 30 358 | 1 , 6 | 65 2 5 f 51 43.9 | 1 | 
| j | 
| i | j 
| } | 


Total 


Defendants 


Nature of Offense 


DRUGS 19,8633 
MISCELLANEOUS 
GENERAL OFFENSES A806 
ARIBERY 7 
MUNK DI NG 
AND TRAP Ko 
| Al 19 
f» i N 
MACKETEEHIN 
AND THREAT ‘ 
JAMBLING ANI 
reRY 
KIDONAPPIN 4 
PERAJURY 139 
WEA NS AN 
FIREARM ’ 
MEI ‘ 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
MMIGRATION LAW! RATA 
Lid HM INTERNA 
HEVENUE } 
FEDERAL STATUTES 2,438 
AGH NS} 
A rT 
AN | 
A’ N 1 
f AN f : 
ACT f 
MIGRA RY 
Hibal AW ) 
MOTO?! ARRIEF 
A ‘ 
NATIONA| 
EFENSE LAW 
RIGH f 


Total 
impris 


sentenced oned 
’ , 


18.291 


1,108 


Regular Sentences to imprisonment 


6 7 13 46 More 
Months to to to Than 
or 12 36 60 60 
Less Montha Montha Montha Months 

722 965 4.166 4.445 7.158 
47a 17? 1,001 913 1,701 
; t 
{ } 14 | 
ek +f ; 
{ 4/ { 
4 
4 ; ) 
| / | tuft j 
252 168 363 10? 121 
4 | . 4 | 
4 ba ‘ 


Type of Sentence 


Other Sentences 


to Imprisonment 


Average 
sentence 
in Months 


Life Death Other’ Total 


79.3 226 ! 546 1,559 
62.3 5? ! 25 1,861 
‘ft mn” 
4 
ji ; 
i 4 
{ } 4) 
36.2 12 85 1,135 
'k ; 
4 
; : 


6 
Months to 
or 1? 
Lesa Months 
56 275 
te! 6453 
; 
; ; 
| 
| } 
; ; 
54 259 
4 


Probation 


| 46 
to Montha 
45 or 


Montha More 


243 949 
283 511 
4 {4 
] i( 
rr 
1 4 
; 
| 11 
1 4 
{ ; tf 
4 
270 531 
44 51 
; 

Vf 
3] 1 
| 
. f 


Average 
Sentence 
in Montha’ 


49 


29 


' 


Other 


46 


23 


21 
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Table 0-5. (Continued) 


Fine 
Only 


48 


Table D-5. (Continued) 


Type of Sentence 


, — 
. Other Sentences 
Regular Sentences to Imprisonment Probation 
to Imprisonment 
6 7 13 36 More 6 7 13 36 
Total Total Months — to to to Than Average Months to to Months Average 
Defendants | impris or 12 35 60 60 Sentence or 12 35 or Sentence Fine 
Nature of Offense | Sentenced | oned Less Months Months Months Months inMonths’ Life Death Other’ Total Less Months Months More inMonths' | Other’ | Only 
TOMS LAW j AQ j ] 14 ‘ ‘ b/ : J 1a i4 if, f ‘ 
hr TAL LAW 170 140 14 141 ' A + 08 oo 
THER 1 64f Hu4 1of 199 ao Or i9 11 1 654 bed 140 seid 0.4 14 be 
Ex DE 869 TRANSFERS AND 1.489 TERMINATIONS FOR DEFENDAN HARGED IN MORE THAN ONE CASI 


NOTE THIS TABLE'’S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS SEN, ENCE! 


DURING THIS YEAR 
AT LEAST ONE MONTH, WHICH MAY BE FOLLOWED BY TERMS OF PI IATION (MIXE ENTENCE 


INCLUDES SENTENCES OF 
AND OTHER (SEE FOOTNOTE 4% 


EXCLUDES LIFE SENTENCES, DEATH SENTENCES 
NCLUDES DEPORTATION, SUSPENDED SENTENCES. SEALED SENTENCES. IMPRISONMENT OF AY MLE AND N HENTENCEI 
‘EXCLUDES OTHER (SEE FOOTNOTE 5) 
INCLUDES SUPERVISED RELEASE, PROBATION OF FOUR DAYS OR LESS. SUSPENDED SENTENCES. SEALED SENTENCES. AND NO SENTENCE 
\ 
- . 
s K 
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Table D-6. 

U.S. District Courts—Median Time Intervals From Filing to Disposition 
of Criminal Defendants Disposed of, by District, 

During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Total Dismissed Plea of Guilty Court Trial Jury Trial 
Median’ Median’ Median’ Median’ Median’ 

Circuit and District Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) 

TOTAL 63,148 5.6 6,607 5.0 51,918 §.7 899 1.1 3,724 10.5 
DC 690 5.9 73 3.8 532 5.7 5 60 11,1 

1ST 1,561 8.1 173 7.7 1,282 7.8 8 118 11.0 
Me 172 i ’ 148 1 } 
MA rf 19 448 } i i 
Ni4 6 i j 1 
RI 4; { f T 
PR ‘ 44 1 | j 1 } 

2ND 4,701 10.1 226 11.6 4,190 9.6 29 8.8 256 16.0 
GT rT 10 8 { 1 § ) A , 
NY.N 654 j f 1¢ i 
NYE 1,697 10! f 14 ( 19 { { 
NY 1 3H 17 lela: ] 14 t 
NY W 181 18 4 44 yf 
VT +4 6 { 44 ‘ 

3RD 3,068 7.2 385 4.8 2,480 7.0 19 8.3 184 11.7 
Dt 12( 58 13 13 100 54 f 
NJ 086 7.6 173 39 856 f } 18 1 
PA f 924 83 42 59.8 796 x ; 83 133 
PAM 357 75 28 85 314 3 13 11¢ 
PAW 16 1 6.0 76 36 271 67 4 
Vi 22d\ 40 53 8.5 143 14 24 9} 

4TH 7,427 5.1 1,127 2.5 5,613 5.2 220 1 467 9.1 
MD 62¢ 69 108 83 461 64 11 47 4¢ 10 1 
NCE 91 4.9 8 A! RAE 49 19 
NC .M 35 6.0 49 5 5 f ) . f 
NC .W 626 109 40) ag ene 109 ' 

( 1.119 1 190 4 | RE f 

VA. ; 4 578 1 898 } 
VA.W 474 83 44 | t } 
WV_N 194 63 f 


Table D-6. (Continued) 


y ’ 


Total 
| Median’ 

Circuit and District | Number | (Months) | Number 

5TH 9,236 5.0 807 
LA. 453 70 15 
LA.M 113 4.0 5 
LA.W 166 6.1 60 
MS,.N 187 5 5 12 
MS.S 248 61 46 
TX.N 1,243 56 97 
TX.E 569 6.5 78 
TXxS 2,733 44 261 
TX.W 1324 47 223 

6TH 4,432 7.2 532 
KY.E 172 6.0 a5 
KYW 679 49 167 
MILE 910 10.4 102 
MI.W 357 6.7 39 
OH.N 687 6 1 25 
OH.S 435 3 37 
TNE 149 rs 40 
™N.M 212 79 24 
™N.W 431 9.0 73 

7TH 2,151 7.2 161 
IL.N 712 94 44 
IL,C 291 6.7 18 
ILS 309 78 20 
INN 209 6.9 27 
INS 233 6.0 24 
WILE 299 6.6 27 
WIiw 98 6.0 1 

8TH 3,344 6.8 300 
ARE 386 8.2 49 
AR .W 131 57 ) 
1A.N 219 89 16 
1A.S 218 5.9 20 
MN 426 6.9 26 
MO.E 563 5.5 46 
MO,W 529 95 33 
NE 298 8.7 33 
ND 160 45 17 


SD 414 54 51 


Dismissed 


Median’ 
(Months) 


3.6 
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Table D-6. (Continued) 


| Total Dismissed Plea of Guilty Court Trial Jury Trial 
| Median’ Median’ | | Median’ | Median’ Median’ 
Circuit and District | Number | (Months) | Number | (Months) | Number | (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) 
OTH 14,36) 4.8 1,754 4.3 12,039 4.6 66 6.2 502 12.1 
AK 146 47 16 3.0 101 48 7) 
AZ 2,361 43 139 79 2,140 19 12 48 70 12.1 
CA.N 948 75 101 10.3 783 65 6 58 188 
CAE 1,042 6.2 125 52 875 59 } 19 15.7 
CA. 1,536 68 127 50 1,272 6 § 13 64 124 12.6 
CAS 3,827 29 115 +8 1676 28 5 +1 93 
HI 1,082 27 357 1.6 705 3.4 3 17 209 
ID 150 6.8 23 16.9 105 6.5 7 15 94 
MT 522 6.5 181 40 306 } 28 81 
NV 457 10.7 77 16.4 355 10.0 25 11.6 
OR 702 5.4 83 5.6 584 51 4 41 12.6 
WA Ef 106 52 59 4.7 223 51 é 2 5 
WA,W 1,116 48 269 8.2 815 45 4 28 68 
GUAM 134 4.8 48 2 | 82 54 4 
rs NMI 92 6 14 | 53 
10TH 3,570 5.9 501 4.6 2,861 5.8 23 10.0 185 9.0 
CO 596 5.2 19 6 ( 539 5 fe) 1( 8 
KS 431 74 61 34 331 5 3 3 10.5 
NM 1,121 6.8 165 7.1 908 66 é 43 11.3 
OK,N 218 6.6 35 44 166 6 1 16 68 
OK,E 98 46 19 2.0 74 46 5 
OK, W 515 3.7 120 9 355 40 40 va 
UT 439 6.4 53 16.9 360 54 6 0 10.3 
WY 152 6.4 9 128 62 15 11.0 
11TH 8,587 5.7 568 6.1 6,957 5.5 354 A 708 9.2 
AL.N 507 43 44 2.0 438 45 3 22 5.4 
AL.M 307 5.9 37 5.0 222 58 7 41 93 
AL,S 452 7.0 48 14.1 373 69 1 30 7.2 
FL.N 412 5.2 12 28 315 5.0 15 od 70 63 
FL.M 1,453 6.7 66 6.2 1,243 6.5 14 r2 130 80 
FL.S 2,233 8.2 121 10.7 1,855 7.6 5 252 119 
GA,.N 1,100 5.3 99 76 918 5.0 20 1 63 104 
GA.M 1,657 1 74 6.8 1,252 1 288 1 43 14.7 
GA.S 466 >. 1 67 40 341 45 1 57 7.0 


NOTE DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN TWO OR MORE CASES THAT WERE TERMINATED DUKING THIS YEAR ARE REPORTED ONLY ONCE. THEREFORE, THIS TABLE’S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF ARE 
LESS THAN THE FIGURES IN TABLES D AND D-1 FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS TERMINATED THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS EXCLUDE 869 TRANSFERS AND 1.498 TERMINATIONS FOR DEFENDANTS 
CHARGED IN MORE THAN ONE CASE DURING THIS YEAR 

* MEDIANS COMPUTED ONLY FOR 10 OR MORE DEFENDANTS 


Table D-7. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Disposed of, by Type of Disposition and District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


+ 


ee —_— apa 


| 


Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced Type of Sentence 


Acquitted by Convicted by 


i | , { 


Circuit | | 
and Total | | | Pleaot | Nolo Fine 
District Defendants | Total Dismissed | Court | Jury | Total | Guilty Contendere Court Jury Only imprisonment 
| | | | | | | 

TOTAL 63,148 7,500 6,607 400 493 55,648 51,647 271 499 3,231 2,672 41,105 
DC 690 87 73 5 9 603 532 71 2 404 

1ST 1,581 205 173 2 30 1,376 1,278 4 6 88 11 1,131 
ME 172 8 7 1 164 148 1 15 j 141 
MA 522 53 39 14 469 434 4 4 j 45 
NH 202 51 46 5 151 142 q 1 124 
Rl 132 14 10 4 118 96 1 100 
PR 553 79 71 1 7 474 458 15 j 414 

2ND 4,701 268 226 7 35 4,433 4,179 1 22 221 61 3,214 
CT 363 35 34 1 328 296 1 f 4 245 
NY.N 654 28 24 1 3 626 600 1 + 45 471 
NY.E 1,697 77 62 1 14 1,620 1,543 t ; 68 1,191 
NY.S 1,382 104 88 ; 14 1,278 1,189 3 85 10 932 
NY .W 481 19 14 3 462 440 12 10 1 74 
VT 124 5 4 1 119 111 1 1 101 

3RD 3,068 424 385 8 31 2,644 2,478 2 11 153 36 1,841 
DE 120 14 13 1 106 100 6 5 76 
NJ 1,986 185 173 j 9 901 856 6 39 16 620 
PAE 924 54 42 12 870 796 } 1 4 537 
PAM 357 28 28 329 314 13 4 261 
PAW 361 80 76 4 281 269 2 10 3 199 
Vi 220 63 53 10 157 143 14 148 
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Table D-7. (Continued) 


| | Not Convicted | Convicted and Sentenced | Type of Sentence 
| E | | : ) : | 
| | | Acquitted by Convicted by 
T | 
Circuit | | | | | | | | 
and Total | | | Pleaot | Nolo | | | Fine | 
District Defendants Total Dismissed | Court | Jury | Total | Guilty | Contendere —§ Court Jury | Only imprisonment 
: _— _| : LL | | | | | | 
4TH 7,427 1,224 1,127 52 45 6,203 5,607 6 168 422 561 3,908 
MD 626 118 108 6 4 508 461 5 42 19 374 
NC,E 991 89 82 5 2 902 845 1 6 50 128 429 
NC.M 355 53 49 1 3 302 276 1 25 1 263 
NCW 626 46 40 2 4 580 $25 3 52 5 457 
SC 1,119 194 190 4 925 865 2 2 56 4 694 
VA,E 2,777 629 578 35 16 2,148 1,897 1 4 103 398 991 
VA,W 474 43 34 2 7 431 369 2 3 57 354 
WV,N 194 26 23 3 168 153 1 14 1 150 
WYV.S 265 26 23 1 2 239 216 23 2 196 
© 5TH 9,236 892 807 28 57 8,344 7,858 7 50 429 27 6,560 
LA.E 453 42 35 7 411 391 2 18 1 328 
LA,M 113 5 5 108 102 6 2 9 
LA,W 366 65 60 1 A 301 261 1 30 3 202 
MS,N 187 13 12 1 174 157 1s 135 
MS,.S 248 42 36 5 1 206 175 28 51 
TX,N 1,243 114 7 3 14 1,129 1,045 5 79 7 912 
TX,E 569 83 78 2 3 486 446 Z 37 422 
“XxS 2,733 286 261 6 19 2,447 2,348 5 94 7 2,061 
TX, W 3,324 242 223 10 9 3,082 2,933 1 > 122 7 2,270 
6TH 4,432 590 532 29 29 3,842 3,581 18 29 214 74 2,835 
KY.E 372 31 25 1 5 341 317 1 1 2 3 276 
KY W 679 188 167 17 4 491 438 10 22 21 49 223 
MIE 910 106 102 4 804 751 2 51 2 635 
MI,W 357 44 39 1 4 313 287 1 25 3 247 
OH,N 687 30 25 2 3 657 637 3 1 1€ 5 496 
OH,S 435 43 37 3 3 392 375 2 1 14 € 274 
TN,E 349 46 40 4 2 303 281 y 20 264 
™N,.M 212 27 24 1 2 185 167 18 157 


T™N,W 431 75 73 2 356 328 1 27 € 263 
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Table D-7. (Continued) 


— : _ — 

Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced Type of Sentence 

: i : : 

Acquitted by Convicted by | 

| | | | 

Circuit | | | 

and Total Pilea of Nolo Fine 
District Defendants Total Dismissed | Court | = Jury Total Guilty Contendere Court Jury | Only Imprisonment 

| | | | | | | | 
7TH 2,161 167 161 3 23 1,064 1,744 5 8 207 41 1,530 
IL,N 712 44 44 1 4 664 607 ‘ 55 6 466 
IL 291 21 18 2 1 270 252 18 16 219 
ILS 309 26 20 6 283 243 40 13 242 
IN.N 209 32 27 5 177 160 { { 15 3 119 
INS 233 25 24 1 208 184 1 1 22 1 191 
WIE 299 31 27 4 268 227 2 j 16 1 203 
Wi Ww 98 4 1 } 94 71 1 1 21 1 90 
8TH 3,344 354 300 13 41 2,990 2,742 9 15 224 39 2,340 
AR FE 386 55 49 6 131 108 1 } 19 1 268 
© AR .W 131 y 9 122 110 12 95 
1A.N 219 20 16 2 2 199 178 | 20 1 179 
1A.S 218 29 20 6 3 189 173 16 177 
MN 46 32 26 6 194 350 44 4 325 
MO.E 565 53 46 7 510 473 4 } 30 19 372 
MO,.W 529 35 33 2 494 456 1 } 14 4 447 
NE 298 36 33 3 262 247 15 2 235 
ND 160 21 17 1 3 139 130 ! H 3 107 
SD 414 64 51 4 z) 150 417 } 4 26 5 235 
9TH 14,361 1,639 1,754 23 62 12,522 12,028 11 43 440 763 9,657 
AK 146 36 36 110 101 4 3 74 
AZ 2,361 148 139 4 5 2,213 2,138 2 8 65 10 1,901 
CA,.N 948 104 101 1 2 844 782 1 5 56 27 603 
CALE 1,042 131 125 6 911 875 3 33 6 740 
CAC 1,536 140 127 5 ” 1,396 1,271 1 4 116 13 1,105 
CAS 3,827 126 115 4 7 3,701 3,676 1 24 1 3,417 
HI 1,082 363 357 1 5 719 704 1 2 12 425 222 
ID 150 26 23 1 2 124 105 6 13 6 94 
MT §22 189 181 2 6 333 304 2 5 22 19 174 
NV 457 82 77 5 375 355 20 282 
OR 702 90 83 2 5 612 581 j 2 26 1 536 


Table D-7. (Continued) 


7 a a ———— | 
Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced | Type of Sentence 
} j ! 
Acquitted by Convicted by | 
| | | : | 
Circuit | 
and | Total Pilea of Nolo Fine 
Vistrict | Defendants | Total Dismissed = Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere | Court | Jury | Only | Imprisonment 
| | | 
9TH (CONTINUED) 
WA. t 106 68 59 1 H is 4 1 14 1 197 
WA.W 1,116 2/3 269 843 Bia ! ? 26 251 446 
GUAM 134 49 48 1 AS H2 4 63 
NMI 42 14 14 1a 17 1 "4 
10TH 3,570 §42 501 13 28 3,028 2,656 5 10 167 79 2,364 
CO 59¢ 42 19 1 554 539 7 H 25 424 
KS 43) 71 61 | } 160 Fal) y 2 2/7 4 266 
NM 1,121 177 165 4 H 944 908 1 5 1? HOS 
OK.N 218 19 15 1 } 179 16¢ 3 12% 
OK E 98 21 19 7 4 } 61 
OK,W 515 124 120 4 191 5° 6 11 296 
UT 439 59 53 f 180 15 i 20 5 2h4 
WY 152 ) } 143 128 15 ? 106 
11TH 8,587 688 568 217 103 7,699 6,764 193 137 605 978 §,121 
AL.N 507 53 44 ! H 454 138 14 () 10 
AL.M 10 47 17 f 4 f { ‘7 ; 173 
Al 45 Ag 4 ; 27 144 
FL.N 4\; 4 ! 11 f 183 ‘1 A 64 4 44( 
FL.M 1453 3 6 46 1243 } 110 10 1,089 
FL! x 165 121 i 41 eh 1 AG! 211 1 1811 
GA.N 11 ‘ QQ f eh AY WY 14 54 6 SRA 
GAM 1 @! ‘ A if f 1 49 159 - 106 4/ KRY 24/ 
GAS 46 f 194 44 11 | 5? 244 
NOTE DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN TWO OR MORE CASE THAT WERE TERMINATED DURING THIS YEAR ARE REPORTET N ft THEREFORE THIS TABLES FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANT 
DISPOSED OF ARE LF [MAN THE FIGURES IN TABLE D AND D.1| FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS TERMINATED TH ARLE FIGU FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS EXCLUDE 869 TRANSIT ERS AND | 498 


TERMINATION 


DEFENDANTS ( 


HARGED IN MORI 


THAN ONE 


ASE DURING 


THI YEAR 


47 3 


Table D-8. 


U.S. District Courts—All Criminal Cases Pending on Septernber 30, 1997, 
by Major Offense and District 


Circuit 
and 
District 


TOTAL 


bc 


1ST 
ME 
MA 
NH 
RI 
PR 


2ND 
CT 
NY.N 
NY.E 
NY.S' 
NY,.W 
VT 


3RD 
DE 
NJ 
PAE 
PAM 
PAW 
Vi 


4TH 

MO 

NC.E 

NC.M 

NCW 

SC 

VA.E 

VA.W 

WV.N 

Wv.S 


Total 


35,632 


608 


1,193 
72 
411 
186 
195 
329 


5,656 
213 
310 

1,421 

3,263 
347 
102 


Homicide | Robbery 


338 


23 


27 


1,009 


Assault 


330 


Burglary 


54 


General Offenses 


Larceny 
2,035 


34 


Embez- 
ziement 


10 


50 


22 


Fraud 


5,883 


72 


Weapons 
and 
Firearms 

2,717 


93 


153 


382 


105 


Forgery 
and 
Counter- 
feiting 
896 

45 


28 


Drug 
Laws 


12,601 


280 


~ 
L 
_ 
- 


a 
> 


Traffic 


1,786 


45 


Table D-8. (Continued) 


Special Offenses 


' ' 

Circuit | 

and Immigration | Agricultural Postal | 
District Laws Acts | Laws’ | Other 

. 

TOTAL 2,330 181 133 1,481 
bc 5 . 2 20 
1ST 58 5 4 81 
ME 5 
MA 17 1 4 14 
NH 1 1 10 
Rl 27 5 
PR 13 } 27 
2ND 276 2 70 266 
CT 6 19 
NY.N 36 1 14 
oO NYE 43 5 63 
NY,S' 169 1 63 152 
NY,W 17 y 15 
VT 5 ; 
3RD 89 4 4 100 
DE ‘ 
NJ 12 4 43 
PAE 23 2 2 25 
PA.M 1 1 2 13 
PAW 1 11 
Vi 51 5 
4TH 30 11 2 116 
MD 10 7 7 
NCE 1 4 
NC.M 3 1 5 
NC |W 1 6 
SC 1 1 10 
VA.E 14 1 28 
VA,W 2 1 1! 
WV.N 4 


Wvs 9 


cl ceeeenianceeneeeeeeneeieieneiemmmedaetememeeninmmannetanaanennitenmaatiammeneaamenedee tian aimeeinmemnnemettemahsimmamnmnentadaatennitemendamiaeiaanet tae teammate mmetiaammntinedmanemmtiesenemamdiadatiarenisamanesid adieu aaaemetammnstadaetitedaestenmaiaitenaertaioenemmitenasasuenatl 
Table D-8. (Continued) 


General Offenses 


Forgery 
Circuit | Weapons and 
and | Embez- and Counter- Drug 
District Total | Homicide Robbery, Assault) Burglary Larceny, ziement| Fraud Firearms feiting Laws Traffic Escape Other 
5TH 3,709 4 40 16 3 177 58 446 209 67 1,624 24 184 127 
LA.E 205 6 3 14 6 40 20 5 88 8 
LA.M 68 1 2 4 4 27 7 1 13 1 
LA,W 251 1 64 7 24 16 4 91 4 5 17 
MS.N 67 1 { 2 12 11 } 25 4 
MS.S 161 1 5 1 1 10 13 34 9 7 54 2 1 15 
TX,N 492 12 2 1 37 8 11) 37 16 112 i 29 29 
TX.E 271 1 2 1 11 2 35 38 4 144 2 15 
TX,S 979 4 6 1 11 7 84 34 12 434 5 110 15 
TX.W 1,215 1 7 3 5 y 79 37 15 663 5 37 22 
6TH 2,439 8 97 19 5 181 96 407 273 77 874 45 39 160 
KY.E 210 5 2 2 7 8 26 15 7 104 6 15 
KY W 234 1 6 2 65 7 23 20 7 44 17 6 17 
MIE 662 2 23 5 1 27 20 94 108 25 272 1 8 32 
© MI.W 123 6 5 10 29 14 4 32 11 
OH,.N 263 : 19 1 14 23 71 22 ) 68 2 15 
OH,S 252 5 1 31 16 68 15 € 82 3 17 
TN.E 221 1 6 1 1 10 6 22 18 } 119 19 
™N.M 130 1 10 } 7 2 22 14 4 50 / s) 
™N W 344 2 17 } 1 15 4 52 47 13 103 9g 3( 
7TH 1,194 1 46 15 2 57 37 282 121 31 381 20 14 95 
IL,N 453 1 27 5 1 24 22 144 27 18 106 1 } 43 
IL.C 143 8 } 1 13 1 4 60 16 12 
ILS 111 1 1 3 2 s) 11 € 3 
IN,N 182 2 ) 6 5 45 3 59 1 21 
INS 111 1 2 5 2 24 21 1 16 2 3 
WIE 131 7 3 12 } 33 14 2 37 2 t 
WI,Ww 63 1 1 4 2 14 4 16 1 4 4 
8TH 1,737 39 57 30 14 64 37 281 184 26 710 30 24 143 
ARE 178 1 3 4 2 40 23 7 75 P 10 
AR .W 45 1 1 2 2 8 4 1 15 2 7 
1A,N 130 2 1 2 12 24 75 5 
IAS 112 5 1 3 2 13 13 60 3 6 
MN 208 4 14 2 3 6 41 25 7 87 5 8 
MO,E 270 2 10 2 12 6 45 33 1 97 23 4 12 
MO.W 236 1 6 16 9 42 22 5 104 1 4 15 
NE 236 1 8 1 10 4 32 13 3 129 1 25 
ND 84 8 4 6 1 4 17 16 18 5 
SD 238 22 4 18 12 9 4 31 11 2 50 4 5 50 


Table D-8. (Continued) 


] 
| 
Circuit 
and | Immigration 

District | Laws 

5TH 595 
LAE 3 
LA.M 1 
LA,W 
MS,N 1 
MS,S 
TX,N 59 
TX.E 6 
TX,S 229 
TX,W 296 

6TH 35 
KY.E 4 
KY,W 4 
MIE 8 
MI,W 3 
OH,N 8 
OH,S 5 
TNE 2 
™N.M 1 
™N.W 

7TH 22 
1L,N 6 
IL.C 4 
ILS 6 
IN.N 3 
INS 1 
WILE 2 
WI,WwW 

8TH 31 
ARE 2 
AR.W 
IA,N 7 
IA.S 3 
MN 1 
MO.E 3 
MO,W 1 
NE 6 
ND 2 


SD 6 


Special Offenses 


Agricultural 
Acts 


—  w-— 


ses = @& 


23 


Postal 
Laws’ Other 
3 123 
10 
7 
17 
6 
7 
31 
7 
2 23 
1 15 
9 98 
g 
14 
3 28 
3 
3 7 
1 8 
1 8 
1 4 
17 
10 55 
g 15 
4 
6 
{ 11 
b 
10 
3 
44 
9 
‘ 
3 
3 
10 
J 
2 
4 
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Table D-8. (Continued) 


General Offenses 


on Eee eee — : | | 

| | | | | | | | | 

ae | | | | | a | | | 

Circuit | | | _ Weapons | and | | 

and | | | Embez- | | and | Counter- | Drug | 
District | Total Homicide Robbery | Assault| Burglary Larceny | zlement | Fraud 4 Firearms | feiting | Laws | Traffic | Escape Other 
9TH 7,612 106 332 83 13 473 130 1,116 396 164 2,056 927 143 377 
AK 115 : 4 3 1 13 4 15 6 1 29 20 1 3 
AZ 886 61 20 13 5 24 5 75 53 20 320 17 68 
CA.N 637 4 27 5 40 20 120 54 12 133 31 17 35 
CAE 742 3 21 ) 61 15 121 23 4 182 33 31 30 
CA,C 1,492 13 135 14 . 106 35 442 87 78 298 ' 14 64 
CA.S 961 - 25 23 4 63 23 3 522 1 28 21 
HI 895 2 20 2 3 77 6 23 11 1 110 563 3 45 
ID 65 1 2 9 9 3 16 2 ) 
MT 304 9 7 12 2 12 6 38 18 1 49 65 4 31 
NV 288 4 14 5 102 21 11 77 10 16 
OR 347 4 39 2 15 8 36 35 8 94 9 12 
WA,E 194 2 8 8 28 4 97 1 1 
© WA,W 564 2 8 11 1 86 16 50 15 13 86 213 3 30 
GUAM 105 2 4 1 4 5 13 13 5 33 1 1 5 
NMI 17 . . . 1 1 1 . 10 2 1 
10TH 2,130 40 49 22 5 122 38 201 145 24 680 421 33 113 
CO 379 6 9 5 1 60 2) 45 21 2 105 61 g 13 
KS 249 3 6 1 . 13 7 33 43 6 101 5 4 11 
NM 852 21 11 6 3 1 4 16 31 2 296 309 9 26 
OK,N 101 1 7 . . 6 6 33 4 15 2 g 
OK,E 32 1 . 2 - 5 2 16 4 
OK,W 184 - - 1 22 1 25 12 4 49 46 8 11 
UT 271 5 15 5 1 16 10 38 16 2 81 1 32 
WY 62 3 1 4 2 1 6 1 { 17 : 7 
11TH 4,221 26 154 37 7 233 69 542 344 172 1,850 83 116 224 
AL,N 140 1 3 2 1 15 1 25 14 5 50 5 10 
ALM 175 - 11 3 1 29 6 19 4 14 48 13 9 10 
ALS 223 - 14 1 6 2 20 25 11 123 3 14 
FL.N 220 1 12 1 1 14 2 22 28 3 96 6 20 12 
FL.M 905 5 35 7 40 20 143 79 50 383 2 21 46 
FL,S 1,700 12 40 11 2 62 25 199 116 48 832 1 45 75 
GA,N 424 4 24 6 2 16 4 76 45 29 141 » 11 27 
GA,M 264 1 5 24 5 24 21 5 142 11 11 
GA,S 170 2 1 27 14 7 7 35 40 2 19 


Table D-8. (Continued) 


Special Offenses 


Circuit 
and Immigration Agricultural Postal 

District | Laws Acts Laws’ Other 

OTH 699 61 21 295 
AK 1 ' H 
AZ 176 i) 24 
CA.N 73 | 4 61 
CAE 13) 19 3 
CA.C 126 } 16 61 
CAS 213 { { 26 
HI i) 20 
1D 7 7 4 
MT 20 16 14 
NV 13 5 
OR 66 5 14 
WA.E 24 1 7 
WA,W 17 13 
GUAM 14 4 
NMI 1 

10TH 171 15 3 48 
co 16 2 1 14 
KS 8 1 7 
NM 101 a) 1 6 
OK,.N 1 5 
OK.E 2 
OK.W 1 1 3 
UT 4) 2 6 
WwY 4 5 

11TH 119 10 . 235 
AL.N 1 5 
AL.M 3 
ALS 1 
FL.N 
FL.M 29 1 44 
FL.S 67 7 158 
GA,.N 20 11 
GA.M 1 7 
GAS 2 . 2 


NOTE PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE EACH CASE IN WHICH THE DEFENDANT HAS BEEN A FUGITIVE SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 HOWEVER, NO CASE WITH MULTIPLE DEFENDANTS 
HAS BEEN EXCLUDED UNLESS ALL DEFENDANTS IN THE CASE HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 

PENDING CASE TOTALS INCLUDE SOME CASES IN WHICH ALL DEFENDANTS HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 
“ OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NONMAILABLE MATERIAL, AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS 


394 


Table D-12. 


U.S. District Courts—Median Time from Conviction to Sentencing for Criminal Defendants Convicted 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Circuit and District 


TOTAL 
bc 


1ST 


| 
| 
| 


Total 
Convicted 
Defendants 


53,566 
611 


1,382 
166 
472 
155 
115 
474 


4,394 
328 
592 

1,627 

1,277 
453 
117 


2,578 
101 
904 
865 
333 
286 

89 


5,763 
509 
822 
317 
559 
930 
1,784 
433 
170 
239 


| 


Median 


| 


Defendants Sentenced 45 Days 


Total 


14,001 


—_ 
_ 
~ we 
fos] 


or Less After Conviction 


T 


Percent 
of Total 


26.3 


| 


Median 


j — — — — _—s — — — — — — — — — — ss a — — 


a> A ee LL —_— —_— —_ 


Defendants Sentenced More 
Than 45 Days After Conviction 


Total 


30,497 


554 


1,110 
158 
319 
149 

64 
420 


3,444 
318 
383 

1,121 

1,154 
357 
117 


2,187 
99 
808 
794 
302 
108 
76 


4,037 
188 
478 
307 
524 
827 
974 
397 
117 
225 


Median 


101 


102 


121 
118 
117 
100 
101 
129 


155 
117 
149 
176 
150 
112 
213 


128 

94 
139 
125 
139 

95 
155 
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Table D-12. (Continued) 


Circuit and District 


5TH 

LAE 
LA.M 
LA.W 
MS.N 
MS.S 
TX,N 
TX. 
™,S 
TX.W 


6TH 

KY,E 

KYW 
MIE 

MI.W 
OH,N 
OHS 
TNE 

TN.M 
™N.W 


7TH 
IL,N 
I1L,C 
ILS 
INN 
INS 
WILE 
Wi .w 


8TH 
ARE 
AR.W 
\A.N 
IAS 
MN 
MO.E 
MO.W 
NE 
NO 
SD 


| 


Total 
Convicted 


Defendants 


6,264 
4i4 
109 
295 
175 
204 

1,127 
490 

2,414 

3,036 


3,849 
347 
489 


Median 


— 


Defendants Sentenced 45 Days 


or Less After Conviction 


Percent 
of Total 


26.6 
61 


Median 


Swe @& eo eo ee ee 


Total 


Defendants Sentenced More 
Than 45 Days After Conviction 


Median 


a 


Table D-12. (Continued) 


Total or Less After Conviction Than 45 Days After Conviction 
Convicted Percent | 

Circuit and District Defendants Median Total of Total Median Total Median 

9TH 12,270 73 4,987 40.6 1 7,283 96 
AK 110 73 23 20.9 1 87 78 
AZ 2,203 74 758 34.4 1 1,445 84 
CA,N 843 97 191 227 1 652 112 
CAE 860 71 340 39 5 1 520 90 
CAC 1,380 107 75 54 22 1,305 112 
CA.S 3,730 1 2,347 629 1 1,383 91 
HI 704 1 553 78.6 1 151 130 
ID 118 89 10 8.5 ! 108 93 
MT 307 89 77 25.1 1 230 96 
NV 378 107 21 56 3 357 111 
OR 607 71 214 35.3 1 393 85 
WA,E 241 67 115 47.7 1 126 96 
WA,W 690 75 235 34.1 1 455 90 
GUAM 79 98 23 29.1 1 56 106 
NMI 20 100 5 25.0 1 15 102 

10TH 3,002 83 592 19.7 1 2,410 90 
co 550 75 86 15.6 1 464 76 
KS 360 100 32 8.9 7 328 103 
NM 928 87 174 18.8 1 754 94 
OK,N 179 107 15 8.4 7 164 110 
OK.E 78 90 10 12.8 1 68 90 
OK,W 394 73 142 36.0 1 252 91 
UT 377 69 93 247 29 284 75 
WY 136 76 40 29.4 1 96 90 

11TH 6,591 85 1,276 19.4 1 §,315 94 
AL.N 455 1 290 63.7 1 165 90 
AL.M 256 72 64 25.0 1 192 82 
ALS 402 116 11 2.7 1 391 117 
FL.N 373 85 14 3.8 1 359 87 
FL.M 1,366 90 14 10.6 9 1,221 93 
FL.S 2,076 89 160 7 1 1,916 92 
GA,N 736 90 102 13.9 1 634 102 
GA.M 529 1 322 609 1 207 107 
GA,S 398 61 168 42 2 239 75 


Defendants Sentenced 45 Days 


Defendants Sentenced More 


NOTE. OF THE 56.317 TOTAL DEFENDANTS CONVICTED DURING THE PE RIOD. TABLE 0-12 EXCLUDES 1.099 PETTY OFFENSES AND 1.720 PETITIONS FOR REMOVAL CASES. APPEAL TO DISTRICT COURT ¢ ASES 
JUVENILE PROCEEDINGS, AND VIOLATION NOTICES 


Table E-1. 


Federal Probation System—Persons Received for and Rei oved From © '!pervision 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Circuit and District 


TOTAL 
DC 


1ST 
ME 
MA 
NH 
Ri 
PR 


2ND 
CT 
NY,N 
NY,E 
NY,S 
NY,W 
VT 


3RD 
DE 
NJ 
PAE 
PA.M 
PA,W 
VI 


4TH 

MD 

NCE 

NC.M 

NC,W 

SC 

VA,E 

VA,W 

WV,N 

WV,S 


Persons Under 
Supervision 
Oct. 1, 1996 


90,001 
1,249 


2,604 
267 
1,063 
212 
289 
773 


8,368 
695 
538 

3,539 

2,664 
772 
160 


6,205 
198 
2,307 
2,229 
493 
814 
164 


10,226 
2,174 
1,094 

699 
1,135 
1,520 
2,038 

687 

315 

564 


| 
| 


Total 
Received 


46,190 
681 


1,160 
121 
482 
118 
114 
325 


3,769 
270 
317 

1,589 

1,122 
397 

74 


Total 
Less 
Transfers 


40,117 
559 


1,035 
116 
428 

98 
94 
299 


3,120 
236 
285 

1,240 
921 
372 

66 


2,277 
63 
806 
879 
183 
275 
71 


5,532 
1,210 
616 
272 


Judge 
Probation 


8,534 


123 


810 


196 
189 


Magistrate 
Judge 
Probation 


6,913 


oo. & & @& 


if 


| 
| 


\ 


Term of 
Supervised 
Release 


22,122 


268 


Received for S 


upervision 
Mandatory 
Parole Release 

1,282 642 
57 8 
32 30 
4 9 
9 14 
4 ; 
2 2 
14 10 
67 31 
7 j 
19 4 
30 10 
9 2 
2 
94 26 
3 2 
26 5 
22 13 
4 Z 
14 4 

25 
161 40 
54 16 
15 1 

23 
12 6 
2 8 
22 6 
4 1 

4 
4 2 


Military 
Parole 


212 


Special 
Parole 


412 


28 


Received 
by 
Transter 


6,073 


122 


Table E-1. (Continued) 


Total 
Circuit and District Removed 


TOTAL 44,757 
DC 557 

1ST 1,060 
ME 121 
MA 501 
NH 103 
RI 111 
PR 224 

2ND 3,687 
CT 263 
NY,.N 259 
NYE 1,548 
NY,S 1,247 
NY, W 294 
VT 76 

3RD 2,600 
DE 98 
NJ 996 
PAE 876 
PA.M 242 
PAW 331 
VI 57 

4TH 6,266 
MD 1,529 
NCE 637 
NC.M 325 
NC,W 597 
SC 760 
VA.E 1,627 
VA,.W 337 
WV,N 160 
WV,.S 294 


Less 
Transfers 


39,024 
481 
949 


115 
446 


- 


Judge 


Probation 


9,662 


117 


280 


150 


Removed From Supervision 


Magistrate Term of | 
Judge Supervised | Mandatory | Military Special 
Probation | Release Parole Release Parole Parole 
7,207 17,889 2,138 946 259 923 
124 171 52 7 . 10 
17 508 63 28 8 45 
4 70 14 
7 229 24 14 4 18 
2 45 3 1 1 
1 58 6 2 1 5 
3 106 16 11 1 17 
206 1,386 106 53 14 97 
11 105 7 2 1 5 
11 108 6 1 . 1 
67 568 45 30 5 36 
82 421 39 13 3 49 
31 134 7 3 5 4 
4 50 2 4 : 2 
285 916 106 49 15 63 
14 50 7 2 3 1 
188 323 29 17 4 8 
49 311 33 25 . 39 
22 95 5 2 2 1 
10 126 21 3 6 14 
2 11 11 
2,105 1,900 284 69 35 72 
847 247 82 19 2 14 
252 178 24 5 8 5 
22 166 21 2 5 6 
163 193 32 11 1 8 
72 315 51 14 7 14 
692 376 45 13 11 
41 151 8 3 
5 94 12 1 1 3 
11 180 9 1 - 6 


7 
| 
| 


Removed 
by 
Transfer 


5,733 


827 
183 


316 


Persons Under 
Supervision 
Sept. 30, 1997 


182 


10,252 
2,033 
1,183 

681 
1,171 
1,596 
2,119 

697 

276 

496 


Te ee ner el 
Table E-1. (Continued) 


Received for Supervision 


—~ —o 
Persons Under Total Magistrate Term of | | Received 
Supervision Total Less Judge Judge | Supervised | Mandatory Military | Specia’ | by 
_ Circuit and District = Oct. 1, 1996 — | Received = ‘Transfers 2 i Probation 7 Probation Release | Parole Release Parole | Parole | Transfer 

5TH 10,994 5,834 5,111 976 983 2,882 119 57 34 60 723 
LA,E 929 406 375 87 45 223 i) 8 2 1 41 
LA.M 254 110 62 25 : 35 1 1 48 
LAW 606 411 372 47 197 117 6 1 2 2 19 
MS,.N 460 226 197 31 82 81 2 1 29 
MS,S 586 406 371 51 183 128 5 1 3 35 
TX.N 2,183 965 775 197 39 480 31 10 10 8 190 
TX.E 736 364 282 56 22 186 8 7 1 2 82 
TX,S 2,898 1,537 1,393 259 126 949 27 15 4 13 144 
TX,W 2,342 1,409 1,284 223 289 683 30 14 12 33 125 
6TH 8,341 4,393 3,884 712 633 2,352 101 43 20 23 509 
KY.E 536 288 247 51 2 180 gy 3 2 41 
KY W 585 515 449 40 287 110 7 2 66 
MIE 1,954 948 874 151 118 564 23 8 3 7 74 
MI,W 465 325 279 57 11 197 ) 2 1 2 46 
OH,N 1,336 666 613 153 20 405 21 8 2 4 53 
OH,S 1,229 575 517 101 80 304 17 6 6 3 58 
TNE 919 376 338 50 59 215 5 7 1 1 38 
™N.M 573 352 239 30 55 139 7 5 1 2 113 
T™N,W 744 348 328 79 1 238 3 4 2 1 20 
7TH 4,971 1,988 1,746 402 92 1,117 66 41 15 13 242 
IL,N 2,220 778 707 173 29 441 28 23 4 e) 71 
ILC 498 187 162 38 3 106 13 2 25 
IL,S 357 197 185 32 8 134 6 2 2 1 12 
INN 539 228 191 55 20 101 7 3 4 1 37 
INS 510 223 191 40 14 126 3 6 1 1 32 
WLE 584 273 235 60 13 148 6 4 3 1 38 
WI,.W 263 102 75 4 5 61 3 1 1 27 
8TH 4,910 2,769 2,456 552 167 1,565 86 45 18 23 313 
AR.E 512 292 248 44 21 176 4 14 
AR W 284 185 159 18 64 1 t 

1A.N 259 146 134 19 1 10 | ; 1 
IAS 257 110 74 8 59 3 4 
MN 867 438 386 60 8 285 15 ) Se 
MO.E 717 446 402 79 1§ 261 28 3 ¢ 44 
MO.W 890 514 467 150 17 259 et t 4 ‘ 47 
NE 460 165 152 23 g 114 1 4 1 13 
ND 235 134 118 46 § 62 1 3 1 16 
SD 429 339 316 105 19 183 3 § 1 23 


Table E-1. (Continued) 


Total 
Circuit and District Removed 

5TH 5,461 
LAE 413 
LA.M 137 
LA,W 382 
MS,.N 230 
MS,S 406 
TX.N 897 
TX.E 347 
TX.S 1,367 
TX,.W 1,282 

6TH 4,365 
KY.E 266 
KYW 537 
MIE 943 
MI,W 240 
OH,N 592 
On.S 597 
™N.E 445 
™N.M 401 
T™N.W 344 

7TH 2,144 
IL,N 896 
IL,C 226 
1L.S 163 
INN 269 
IN.S 217 
WILE 246 
WI,W 127 

8TH 2,424 
ARE 239 
AR .W 160 
1A.N 127 
IA.S 127 
MN 381 
MO.E 383 
MO.W 422 
NE 182 
NO 120 
SD 283 


Less 
Transters 


4,740 
382 
122 
333 
206 
347 
803 
296 

1,172 

1,079 


3,854 
231 
397 
856 
201 
545 
545 
408 
359 
312 


1,966 
850 
208 
146 
240 
194 
219 
109 


2,166 
216 
145 
116 
110 
341 
369 
357 
156 
106 
250 


Judge 
Probation 


1,010 
114 
21 
78 

49 
§3 
194 
92 
239 
170 


859 
47 
50 

143 
50 

173 

127 

101 
65 

103 


613 
293 
65 
33 
83 
55 
64 
20 


597 
56 
24 
29 
19 

101 
80 

108 
50 
49 
81 


Magistrate 
Judge 
Probation 


Removed From Supervision 


Term of 
Supervised 


2,361 
183 
53 
106 
75 

87 
459 
138 
698 
562 


1,937 
150 
127 
482 
120 
295 
257 
186 
134 
186 


981 
399 
116 
95 
101 
87 
118 
65 


1,202 
128 
44 
69 
74 
210 
209 
179 
90 
52 
147 


Parole 


Mandatory 
Release 


Military 
Parole 


—~_ —s WJ — 


Special 
Parole 


| 


Removed 
by 
Transter 


258 


Persons Under 
Supervision 


Sept. 30, 1997 


11,367 
922 
227 
635 
456 
586 

2,251 
753 
1,068 
2,469 


8,369 
558 
563 

1,959 
550 

1,410 

1,207 
850 
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Table E-1. (Continued) 


Circuit and District 


9TH 


WA,E 
WA,W 
GUAM 
NMI 


10TH 
CO 
KS 
NM 
OK,N 
OK,E 
OK,W 
UT 
WY 


11TH 
AL,N 
ALS 
FL.N 
FL.M 
FL.S 
GA,N 
GA.M 
GA,S 


Persons Under 
Supervision 


Oct. 1, 1996 


16,208 
216 
2,056 
1,716 
1,495 
4,815 
1,542 
381 
195 
416 
868 
886 
353 
1,088 
155 
26 


Total 
Received 


8,322 
136 
1,094 
735 
850 
2,249 
891 
238 
128 
250 
509 
43) 
176 
560 
66 


Total 
Less 
Transters 


7,147 
125 
940 
627 
671 

987 
753 
213 

95 

232 
412 
382 
142 
493 

66 


— 


5,140 
192 
234 
275 

1,120 

1,406 
781 
399 
340 


Judge 
Probation 


1,479 
29 
271 
139 
2 
377 
90 
39 
17 
126 


977 


Magistrate 
Judge 
Probation 


1,005 
49 
163 
90 
289 
67 

91 

57 


| 


Term of 
Supervised 
| Release 


4,177 
45 
467 
338 
234 
1,390 
536 
109 
62 

93 
238 


252 


Parole 


Received for Supervision 


] 


| 


Mandatory 
Release 


173 


27 


| 
| 


Military 
Parole 


24 


Special 
Parole 


54 


Received 
by 
Transfer 


1,175 
1 
154 
108 
179 
262 


138 


258 


198 
191 


a LL 
Table E-1. (Continued) 
Removed From Supervision | 
| | | | | 
Magistrate Termot | | | | Removed — Persons Under 
Total Less Judge Judge Supervised | | Mandatory | Military | Special | by Supervision 
Circuit and District Removed Transfers Probation Probation Release | Parole Relcase Parole Parole Transfer Sept. 30, 1997 
9TH 8,220 7,209 1,632 1,319 3,533 337 247 37 104 1,011 16,310 
AK 148 128 24 38 63 2 1 20 204 
AZ 1,136 1,000 256 207 479 33 13 5 7 136 2,014 
CA,.N 796 704 177 144 291 35 41 2 14 92 1,655 
CALE 870 758 118 316 235 46 21 4 18 112 1,475 
CAC 2,160 1,883 432 171 1,031 106 117 ? 19 277 4,904 
CAS 951 844 147 171 481 15 7 8 15 107 1,482 
HI 209 186 23 75 75 3 4 1 5 23 410 
ID 109 92 30 14 37 5 1 } 2 17 214 
MT 193 162 58 i) 86 6 1 1 1 31 473 
NV 407 342 104 47 158 13 11 i) 65 970 
OR 423 390 96 17 206 47 19 | 4 33 894 
WA,E 184 163 55 6 96 4 1 1 21 345 
a) WA,W 557 484 90 104 254 19 10 4 3 73 1,091 
GUAM 66 62 17 . 35 3 1 . 6 4 155 
NMI 11 11 5 . 6 : . 24 
10TH 2,265 1,953 498 390 897 87 37 20 24 312 4,011 
co 548 467 123 80 211 28 11 Yy 5 81 923 
KS 283 254 78 24 127 12 7 1 5 29 576 
NM 438 368 80 62 201 15 4 1 5 70 722 
OK,N 145 119 50 7 50 4 4 1 3 26 419 
OK,E 82 69 24 6 30 6 1 1 1 13 176 
OK,W 350 321 35 140 126 8 3 5 4 29 553 
UT 330 292 87 61 121 13 7 2 1 38 488 
WY 89 63 21 10 31 1 : 26 154 
11TH 5,708 5,077 1,188 939 2,097 409 191 37 216 631 12,305 
AL,N 453 390 123 85 130 26 10 7 9 63 910 
AL,M 198 174 45 42 73 10 1 2 1 24 414 
ALS 270 251 68 21 124 5 4 2 7 19 552 
FL.N 358 317 49 93 132 20 5 3 15 41 613 
FL.M 1,244 1,073 302 87 495 85 49 8 7 171 2,895 
FL.S 1,504 1,386 351 25 672 138 98 102 118 3,889 
GA,N 892 781 166 215 300 64 12 9 15 111 1,723 
GA,M 404 369 45 200 92 19 7 2 4 35 748 
GA,.S 385 336 39 171 79 22 5 4 16 49 561 


4Oy 


Table E-2. 


Federal Probation System—Persons Under Supervision as of September 30, 1997 


] From Courts 
Persons Magistrate 
Under Judge Judge 
Circuit and District Supervision Probation | Probation © 
TOTAL 91,434 24,365 8,641 
DC 1,373 305 229 
1ST 2,704 683 20 
ME 267 38 7 
MA 1,044 290 7 
NH 227 70 
Rl 292 66 1 
PR 874 219 5 
2ND 8,450 3,000 376 
CT 702 251 11 
NY,N 596 224 11 
NY,E 3,580 1,423 133 
NY,S 2,539 766 123 
NY,W 875 299 95 
VT 158 37 3 
3RD 6,223 2,255 366 
DE 180 51 17 
NJ 2,317 887 276 
PAE 2,298 878 43 
PA.M 459 126 16 
PA,W 787 253 14 
Vi 182 60 
4TH 10,252 2,230 2,396 
MD 2,033 283 851 
NC.E 1,183 251 289 
NC.M 681 144 26 
NC,W 1,171 310 182 
SC 1,596 477 117 
VA.E 2,119 369 846 
VA,W 697 199 56 
WV,N 276 53 6 
WV,S 496 144 23 


Term of 
Supervised 


T 


Parole - | ; 


51,036 


652 


From Institutions 


Mandatory 


__ Release | 


1,403 


15 
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Special 


_ Parole _ 
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Table E-2. (Continued) 


__Circuit and Di 


5TH 


6TH 


8TH 


485 


From Courts 


Magistrate 
Judge 
Probation © 


1,217 


98 
17 
203 
91 
136 
94 
49 
166 
363 


565 


123 
125 


Term of 
Supervised 
Release 


6,463 
528 
136 
245 
241 
279 

1,225 
413 

1,997 

1,399 


5,340 


From Institutions 


—— 
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Special 
Parole 


189 


5 


4 
4 
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Table E-2. (Continued) 


From Courts 


From Institutions 


Magistrate Term of 
Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special 
Circuit and District Total Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole 

9TH 16,310 4,334 1,659 9,084 641 365 61 166 
AK 204 58 49 86 10 1 
AZ 2,014 704 206 1,011 45 32 2 14 
CA,N 1,655 431 240 800 90 54 6 34 
CAE 1,475 260 404 669 85 31 8 18 
CA,C 4,904 1,243 266 3,016 187 140 15 37 
CA,S 1,482 297 149 956 32 27 6 15 
HI 410 113 46 227 8 11 5 
ID 214 61 14 127 6 2 4 
MT 473 229 15 212 7 5 5 
NV 970 311 81 521 34 11 5 7 
OR 894 214 30 541 68 26 5 10 
WA.E 345 95 9 226 8 1 3 3 
WA,W 1,091 262 149 588 47 23 10 12 
GUAM 155 47 90 14 2 2 
NMI 24 9 1 14 

10TH 4,011 1,125 419 2,196 145 50 38 38 
co 923 256 89 513 37 11 10 7 
KS 576 175 34 326 19 1 13 8 
NM 722 205 52 442 11 4 1 2 
OK,N 419 149 15 224 17 ) 1 4 
OK,E 176 49 8 99 10 3 7 
OK,W 553 95 129 265 38 8 9 9 
UT 488 151 73 237 13 9 4 1 
WY 154 45 19 90 

11TH 12,305 2,975 922 6,934 760 287 75 352 
AL,N 910 309 75 436 56 8 10 16 
AL.M 414 113 61 222 9 2 2 5 
AL,S 552 179 4 327 25 1 11 
FL.N 613 113 75 361 44 9 3 8 
FL.M 2,895 770 77 1,735 150 66 21 76 
FL.S 3,889 872 23 2,343 298 169 12 172 
GA,N 1,723 399 214 924 115 22 13 36 
GA.M 748 126 241 323 30 5 ) 14 
GAS 561 94 147 263 33 5 5 14 


Table E-3. 
Federal Probation System—Persons Under Supervision, by Offense, as of September 30, 1997 


General Offenses 
Auto Forgery and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud _| Theft Jf Counterfeiting — 

TOTAL 91,434 373 3,701 871 277 5,408 4,208 19,943 435 2,294 
DC 1,373 13 63 14 6 107 58 203 5 68 
1ST 2,704 2 73 15 A 92 95 555 4 42 

ME 267 2 2 2 1 8 19 52 . 
MA 1,044 : 45 7 . 47 36 271 . 18 
NH 227 . 3 . . 12 2 67 6 
RI 292 - 4 3 2 9 23 60 7 
PR 874 . 19 3 1 16 15 105 4 9 
2ND 8,450 20 255 41 19 474 367 2,114 69 252 
CT 702 1 31 6 1 31 36 203 2 19 
NY,N 596 1 10 10 2 53 35 98 1 3 
6 NYE 3,580 12 87 15 8 198 167 949 53 162 
NY.S 2,539 2 74 7 6 147 77 561 13 55 
NY,W 875 4 51 3 2 36 41 275 11 
VT 158 : 2 ° ° 9 11 28 ° 2 
3RD 6,223 31 197 38 27 390 322 1,844 31 173 
DE 180 ° 5 3 : 9 7 65 6 
NJ 2,317 8 62 9 11 204 134 750 14 100 
PAE 2,298 7 67 11 3 95 112 669 10 42 
PA,M 459 2 14 3 - 36 23 136 1 3 
PA,W 787 . 35 6 1 40 42 206 6 21 
Vi 182 14 14 6 12 6 4 18 1 
4TH 10,252 27 437 113 34 732 375 1,713 46 212 
MD 2,033 6 1 37 27 7 142 47 266 3 27 
NC,E 1,183 5 57 13 4 131 40 183 6 22 
NC,M 681 ° 63 1 6 29 25 151 2 27 
NCW 1,171 4 58 18 4 48 46 197 11 27 
. SC 1,596 3 63 9 9 98 66 329 10 59 
| VAE 2,119 6 53 39 221 69 345 4 33 
VA.W 697 2 15 4 1 42 25 113 2 4 
WV,N 276 ° 7 1 1 5 18 34 1 3 
WV,S 496 1 4 1 2 16 39 95 7 10 
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Table E-3. (Continued) 


__ SHOun ond Rowier 


oc 


ME 
MA 
NH 
Ri 

PR 


CT 
NY.N 
NYE 
NY,.S 
NY,W 
VT 


DE 
NJ 
PA.E 
PA.M 
PA.W 
Vi 


MD 
NC.E 
NC,.M 
NC.W 
SC 
VA.E 
VA.W 
WV.N 
WV.S 


TOTAL 


1ST 


2ND 


3RD 


4TH 


Drug 
Laws 


35,653 
625 


1,298 
148 
424 

98 
127 
501 


3,269 
220 
293 

1,175 

1,220 
299 

82 


2,198 
56 
611 
1,038 
139 
315 
39 


3,886 
691 
448 
287 
546 
672 
542 
327 
156 
217 


General Offenses (Continued) | 


Weapons 
and 
Firearms 


4,017 
72 


154 


376 


171 


488 


100 


Traffic 


2,874 


34 


Ny —- H&A = 


Other 


5,307 


172 


544 
116 


109 


ea | 


Immigration 
Laws 


1,723 


53 


Liquor, 
Internal 
Revenue 


Postal 
Laws 


451 


Wn ON W 2 AD 


Other 


3,691 


a a 


Table E-3. (Continued) 
General Offenses 
—_—_$ $$$ — ———_———_ +s | ' 
| Auto | Forgery and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide | Robbery | Assault | Burglary | Larceny Embezziement | Fraud | Theft | Counterfeiting 

5TH 11,367 24 230 70 23 711 410 2,275 45 232 
LA.E 922 6 46 8 55 27 204 4 15 
LA,M 227 4 4 20 63 1 2 
LA, W 635 1 14 y 4 84 27 151 4 14 
MS.N 456 5 4 3 26 15 78 4 16 
MS,S 586 3 13 8 1 26 36 106 1 14 
TX,N 2,251 8 59 13 8 243 115 666 13 59 
TX.E 753 20 1 2 45 42 203 6 20 
TX.S 3,068 4 38 12 3 76 71 457 7 58 
TX.W 2,469 2 31 15 2 147 57 347 5 34 
6TH 8,369 18 370 72 22 513 483 1,667 49 194 
KY.E 558 2 28 2 31 24 111 15 14 
KYW 563 2 25 21 74 58 104 1 11 
MILE 1,959 3 73 11 4 70 86 439 3 52 
MI,W 550 2 18 6 3 40 47 125 1 11 
OH,N 1,410 4 83 2 2 70 124 395 4 38 
OH,S 1,207 . 75 7 2 84 63 262 5 24 
2 ] TNE 850 ’ 19 1 10 35 34 126 17 17 
™N.M 524 2 28 10 1 76 22 104 3 6 
™N.W 748 2 21 2 . 33 25 199 21 
7TH 4,615 1 214 32 12 318 331 1,249 37 93 
1L,N 2,102 3 100 15 3 117 129 662 10 48 
IL,C 459 1 15 2 2 22 28 100 1 9 
IL.S 391 1 3 3 1 18 11 57 5 1 
IN.N 498 2 21 4 1 50 45 106 7 7 
IN,S 516 2 21 3 5 41 54 116 8 16 
WIE 611 2 49 4 57 19 158 4 7 
WI.W 238 . 5 1 13 45 50 2 5 
8TH 5,255 46 196 141 45 234 230 1,083 38 118 
AR.E 565 . 21 2 2 20 23 109 13 17 
AR,W 309 2 ) 4 1 16 10 56 3 8 
1A.N 278 1 4 2 : 4 11 53 2 
IAS 240 . 7 . 11 18 35 3 
MN 924 7 55 10 7 35 51 213 1 37 
MO.E 780 2 34 5 4 28 32 206 2 17 
MO.W 982 4 43 6 51 36 204 11 17 
NE 443 1 12 6 2 1§ 9 101 1 8 
ND 249 13 6 30 11 6 12 37 6 4 
SD 485 16 5 76 17 43 28 69 1 5 


Table E-3. (Continued) 


ae 


———_—-— 


_ General Offenses (Continued) 


Weapons 
Drug and 
Circuit and District Laws | Firearms Traffic 

5TH 4,562 427 379 
LAE 352 32 3 
LA,M 71 10 1 
LA.W 113 21 71 
MS,N 152 20 56 
MS,S 176 25 68 
TX,N 646 99 4 
TX,E 239 49 5 
TX,S 1,618 80 12 
TX,W 1,195 91 159 
6TH 3,278 562 141 
KY,E 241 34 ; 
KY,W 159 28 31 
MIE 903 170 7 
MI.wW 213 29 1 
OH,N 430 104 4 
OH,S 479 52 47 
TNE 379 72 11 
™N.M 138 30 38 
TN.W 336 43 2 
7TH 1,676 211 27 
IL,N 647 65 5 
IL.C 206 25 2 
IL.S 207 42 4 
IN,N 154 24 
INS 145 25 10 
WIE 228 21 5 
WI,W 89 9 1 
8TH 2,160 277 71 
ARE 239 35 12 
AR,W 82 14 51 

1A,N 155 12 
IA.S 139 7 1 
MN 396 38 1 

MO,E 309 58 
MO,W 478 34 4 
NE 232 22 2 

ND 43 22 

SD 87 35 


126 


149 


449 


106 


322 
167 


WS 


Immigration 
Laws 


652 


_ Special Offenses 


Liquor, 
Internal Postal 
Revenue Laws Other 
1 32 750 
3 139 
) 27 
2 87 
1 44 
2 48 
1 2 75 
50 
7 118 
6 162 
- 41 287 
3 27 
17 
6 56 
5 17 
21 22 
3 36 
1 64 
17 
2 31 
1 77 178 
54 63 
1 1 19 
1 17 
4 29 
2 19 
g 23 
2 R 
11 162 
1 37 
{ 13 
11 
7 
16 
4 31 
2 20 
2 s 
10 
1 g 


—— 
Table E-3. (Continued) 
; General Offenses 
| | Auto | Forgery and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery | Assault Burglary Larceny Embezzlement | Fraud ‘Theft. __ Counterfeiting 

9TH 16,310 102 1,081 185 39 838 842 3,592 31 44\ 
AK 204 ' 14 5 2 7 17 29 2 
AZ 2,014 46 81 52 9 79 74 314 3 26 
CA,N 1,655 5 121 9 3 98 129 430 7 55 
CAE 1,475 3 117 11 3 80 102 241 2 20 
CA,C 4,904 16 337 24 3 231 143 1,350 6 232 
CA,S 1,482 3 91 5 1 65 41 235 20 
HI 410 2 15 6 3 47 24 95 9 8 
iD 214 2 5 2 5 17 13 56 
MT 473 10 3 29 6 39 30 68 1 
NV 970 2 78 10 ° 37 44 352 2 27 
OR 894 4 117 7 56 81 133 s) 
WA,E 345 3 13 4 2 9 25 33 
WA,W 1,091 5 82 19 1 48 107 227 29 
GUAM 155 : 7 2 ° 23 10 24 ° 5 

2) NMI 24 , : , 2 2 5 

10TH 4,011 44 154 75 24 252 220 784 25 91 
CO 923 8 40 14 5 57 38 180 3 18 
KS 576 5 27 3 3 45 28 130 6 19 
NM 722 18 22 33 5 21 20 66 4 9 
OK,N 419 3 27 ) 1 27 36 138 7 15 
OK,E 176 1 5 3 3 6 9 40 4 10 
OK,W 553 5 20 4 2 51 53 93 1 13 
UT 488 4 13 7 5 37 23 112 7 
WY 154 6 8 13 25 

11TH 12,305 35 411 75 22 747 475 2,664 55 358 
AL,N 910 1 34 5 4 97 35 208 4 55 
AL,M 414 ° 7 2 1 71 19 69 3 12 
AL,S 552 1 23 8 1 32 23 127 3 11 
FL.N 613 : 21 3 : 47 29 113 2 8 
FL.M 2,895 11 102 16 5 119 102 686 8 93 
FLS 3,889 14 97 16 4 98 127 841 18 97 
GA,N 1,723 3 85 5 3 106 75 421 9 69 
GA.M 748 S) 22 12 4 107 39 118 Ss) 9 
GA,S 561 : 20 8 ° 70 26 81 3 4 


——— 
Table E-3. (Continued) 
General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 
Weapons Liquor, 
Drug and Immigration internal Postal 
Circuit and District | laws | Firearms Traffic Other — Laws Revenue Laws Other 
9TH §,832 558 505 797 651 1 98 717 
AK 63 y) 16 11 3 1 24 
AZ 843 96 73 145 65 7 101 
CA,N 512 43 38 84 30 16 75 
CAE 473 40 207 76 23 6 71 
CA,C 1,628 113 58 163 397 38 165 
CA,S 768 25 5 39 101 8 75 
HI 147 13 1 22 6 1 1 14 
ID 61 15 1 13 3 1 17 
MT 175 29 2 60 16 
NV 244 31 51 59 4 2 27 
OR 346 58 2 23 4 6 45 
WA,E 174 38 20 1 20 
© WA,W 344 33 51 67 3 12 63 
GUAM 43 13 13 11 4 
NMI 11 2 2 
10TH 1,368 230 166 317 43 - 18 200 
co 356 51 35 58 3 51 
KS 193 39 21 37 1 15 
NM 337 42 16 69 28 2 30 
OK,N 81 21 1 39 1 2 15 
OK,E 63 10 1 6 ° 15 
OK,W 143 20 71 42 3 : 3 29 
UT 141 36 15 50 1 : 6 31 
WY 54 11 6 16 1 14 
11TH 5,481 411 354 620 68 3 27 499 
AL,N 295 41 43 53 2 . 2 31 
AL,M 165 12 18 24 11 
AL,S 242 34 6 26 : : : 15 
FL,N 287 21 37 17 2 26 
FL.M 1,367 108 25 128 13 1 7 104 
FL.S 2,100 91 8 176 32 4 161 
GA,N 630 51 30 121 19 2 5 89 
GA,M 195 28 138 46 2 ° : 18 
GA,S 200 25 49 29 ° ° 2 44 


Table E-4. 
Federal Probation System—Probationers Received From Judges for Supervision, by Length of Term, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Circuit and District 


Total 


Probation 


Term of Supervision (in Months) 


DC 


ME 
MA 
NH 
RI 

PR 


CT 
NY,N 
NY,E 
NY,.S 
NY,W 
VT 


DE 
NJ 
PA,E 
PA.M 
PA,W 
Vi 


MD 
NCE 
NC,M 
NC,W 
SC 
VA,E 
VA,W 
WV,N 
WV,S 


8,417 


124 


231 
18 
118 
27 
19 
49 


1,068 


79 
113 
429 
298 
135 

14 


763 
24 
241 
342 
59 
81 
16 


823 
99 
84 
37 
90 

198 

180 
78 
19 
38 


34 
15 
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Average 


Term 


(Mos.) 


Percent to be 
Supervised 
2 Years or More 


90.7 


91.9 


77.1 
61.1 
73.7 
88.9 
78.9 
83.7 


90.3 
94.9 
86.7 
93.2 
88.3 
84.4 


100.0 


94.6 
87.5 
96.7 
97.7 
72.9 
92.6 


100.0 


86.8 
79.8 
86.9 
94.6 
87.8 
96.0 
80.6 
78.2 
84.2 
94.7 
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Table E-4. (Continued) 


Term of Supervision (in Months) 


Total 
Circuit and District Probation 1-6 7-11 12 13 - 23 24 25-35 36 37-59 
5TH 951 4 - 43 5 81 3 374 70 
LA.E 79 1 g 1 10 26 6 
LA.M 28 2 y 4 
LA,W 45 1 9 6 16 3 
MS,N 30 1 2 13 
MS,S 48 3 1 8 1 22 7 
TX,N 186 2 4 1 13 70 18 
TXE 52 2 1 4 17 1 
TX,S 262 a) 1 12 1 141 19 
TX,W 221 6 19 1 60 12 
6TH 688 6 1 80 9 213 290 22 
KY.E 50 1 4 14 22 2 
KY, W 46 3 5 16 11 
MIE 146 1 1 23 54 54 6 
MI,W 56 1 5 1 27 19 2 
OH,N 146 14 1 48 69 6 
OH,S 96 9 3 17 57 2 
TNE 45 2 1 3 23 2 
™.M 22 2 1 5 ) 
T™N.W 81 16 2 29 26 2 
7TH 387 2 1 34 5 91 2 121 29 
IL,N 176 1 17 4 37 2 50 17 
IL,C 38 1 1 1 11 14 
IL,S 29 3 cs) 9 2 
INN 45 6 13 16 4 
INS 41 4 11 16 1 
WIE 54 1 3 9 14 5 
WI,W 4 1 2 
8TH 556 3 : 46 10 113 7 196 68 
ARE 52 4 1 7 34 3 
AR ,W 13 4 8 1 
1A.N 22 1 3 1 6 7 1 
lA,S 10 2 4 2 
MN 59 7 9 2 20 4 
MO,E 102 1 10 1 47 28 2 
MO,W 137 3 1 9 55 38 
NE 17 1 1 1 6 
ND 45 10 4 13 4 8 1 
SD 99 1 6 1 13 1 28 18 
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Average 
Term 


Percent to be 
Supervised 
2 Years or More 
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Table E-4. (Continued) _ 


Circuit and District 


Total 


Probation | 1-6 


Term of Supervision (in Months) 


OK,N 
OK,E 
OK,W 


AL,N 
AL,M 
AL,S 
FL,N 
FL.M 
FL,S 
GA,N 
GA,M 
GA,S 


9TH 


10TH 


11TH 


1,444 9 
26 
254 
137 2 
79 2 
328 1 
144 
37 
18 
123 
85 1 


926 9 
115 1 


251 4 
247 3 
126 


60 
or 
7-11 12 13-23 24 25-35 36 37 - 59 More 
3 57 16 161 4 643 53 473 
1 1 1 7 1 8 
12 5 21 2 61 15 138 
1 17 1 78 32 
2 1 5 44 2 23 
6 4 51 2 177 6 81 
19 1 B2 5 32 
6 14 1 16 
7 4 3 4 
7 25 2 49 H 32 
3 1 5 1 42 5 27 
5 4 19 1 38 
1 5 4 y 5 8 
2 6 50 32 
3 10 1 2 
1 2 1 
3 42 4 84 2 170 27 120 
3 1 y 23 3 35 
21 °6 5 12 
12 1 19 1 4 7 21 
1 3 1 2 4 14 
1 2 1 7 
1 6 7 3 10 
11 1 21 27 2 17 
1 4 1 3 13 2 4 
2 55 9 157 7 388 56 243 
1 4 1 21 57 6 24 
3 7 12 3 17 
1 2 28 1 21 
4 4 12 5 12 
1 23 5 56 3 107 4 43 
18 3 47 4 113 19 40 
1 8 35 13 69 
11 6 10 
1 1 18 7 


Average 


Term 


(Mos.) 


2 Years of More 


Percent te be 


Supery sev 


94.1 
654 
93.3 
96.4 
93.7 
96.6 
96.5 
100.0 
100.0 
943 
941 
92.5 
647 
978 
100.0 
60 0 


88.4 
946 
940 
85.8 
942 
93.8 
96.3 
82.7 
66.7 


91.9 
93.9 
92.9 
96.3 
89.2 
86.9 
90.3 
99.2 
100.0 
96.3 


NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS 


| 


Table E-7. 
Federal Probation System—Persons Removed From Supervision 
Without Violation and With Violation, by Type, During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


No Violation 
Early Termination Term Expired Other' 
1. | 1 
Total | | | 
Type of Supervision | | Removed | Total | Percent _ Total Percent | Total | Percent Total | Percent 
TOTAL 36,079 26,718 74.1 3,875 10.7 22,432 62.2 411 1.1 
FROM COURTS 
JUDGE PROBATION 9,030 7,802 86.4 1,097 12.1 6,634 73.5 71 0.8 
U.S. MAGISTRATE 
JUDGE PROBATION 6,775 5,506 81.3 607 9.0 4,855 71.7 44 0.6 
FROM INSTITUTIONS 
FEDERAL PAROLE 1,906 1,026 53.8 461 24.2 550 28.9 15 0.8 
MANDATORY RELEASE 887 639 72.0 40 4.5 593 66.9 6 0.7 
MILITARY PAROLE 241 199 82.6 16 6.6 180 74,7 3 1.2 
SPECIAL PAROLE TERM 856 617 72.1 248 29.0 364 42.5 5 06 
TERM OF SUPERVISED RELEASE 16,384 10,929 66.7 1,406 8.6 9,256 56.5 267 1.6 
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Table E-7. (Continued) 
ee ee With Violation. 
rs rr a Technical Violation? | ——_—Minor Violation’ | / Major Violation’ 
| | 
_ Type of Supervision — ___ Total Percent Total | Percent | Total | Percent | __ Total | Percent ee 
TOTAL 9,361 25.9 6,186 17.1 639 1.8 2,536 7.0 
FROM COURTS 
JUDGE PROBATION 1,228 13.6 813 9.0 62 0.7 353 3.9 
U.S. MAGISTRATE 
JUDGE PROBATION 1,269 18.7 914 13.5 158 23 197 29 
FROM INSTITUTIONS 
FEDERAL PAROLE 880 46.2 580 30.4 71 3.7 229 12.0 
© MANDATORY RELEASE 248 28.0 158 17.8 12 1.4 78 8.8 
MILITARY PAROLE 42 17.4 26 10.8 4 1.7 12 5.0 
SPECIAL PAROLE TERM 239 27.9 154 18.0 e) 1.1 76 8.9 
TERM OF SUPERVISED RELEASE 5,455 33.3 3,541 21.6 323 2.0 1,591 9.7 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS, RE-RELEASES, AND DECEASED PERSONS 

' DEPORTED, RELEASED TO MILITARY, HOSPITALIZED, RELEASED FROM SUPERVISION DURING APPEAL. AND OTHER REASONS FOR REMOVAL NOT CONSTITUTING VIOLATIONS OR NEW OFFENSES 
?VIOLATIONS OF THE CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION OTHER THAN CONVICTIONS FOR NEW OFFENSES 

» CONVICTIONS FOR OFFENSES SUCH AS DRUNK DRIVING, DISORDERLY CONDUCT, PETTY THEFT, TRAFFIC VIOLATION, ETC FOR WHICH SENTENCE |S 90 DAYS OR LESS IMPRISONMENT, ONE YEAR OR LESS 
PROBATION, OR A FINE 

‘INVOLVEMENT IN OR CONVICTION OF NEW MAJOR OFFENSES, INCLUDING ABSCONDED FROM CUSTODY, ARRESTED ON ANOTHER CHARGE, OR CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TO MORE THAN 90 DAYS 
IMPRISONMENT OR MORE THAN ONE YEAR PROBATION 


WAAR 


Table F. 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts—Bankruptcy Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1996 and 1997 


— eg acm ane ee oe -_ en ee 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit and District 1996 1997 Change 1996 1997 Change 1996° 1997 Change 
=< . Ean Aes Tene vre ine Yea, eee 

TOTAL 1,111,964 1,367,364 23.0 1,005,025 1,223,967 21.8 1,189,213 1,332,610 12.1 
DC 1,753 2,413 37.6 1,515 2,105 38.9 1,662 1,970 18.5 

1ST 37,033 51,414 38.8 34,373 43,505 26.6 43,511 51,420 18.2 
ME 2,810 3,990 42.0 2,660 3,514 32.1 2,641 3,117 18.0 
MA 16,795 23,401 39.3 16,510 19,626 18.9 13,642 17,417 27.7 
NH 3,546 4,586 29.3 2,695 4,161 54.4 3,947 4,372 10.8 
Rl 4,026 5,273 31.0 3,982 5,157 29.5 2,460 2,576 47 
PR 9,856 14,164 43.7 8,526 11,047 29.6 20,821 23,938 15.0 

2ND 71,084 87,657 23.3 68,460 82,655 20.7 72,568 77,570 6.9 
CT 10,686 13,160 23.2 10,195 12,688 — 24.5 9,043 9,515 5.2 
NY.N 12,324 15,837 28.5 11,119 12,664 13.9 12,560 15,733 25.3 
NY,E 24,302 28,535 17.4 23,366 29,476 26.1 25,501 24,560 -3.7 
NYS 13,036 15,693 20.4 14,479 14,939 3.2 12,561 13,315 6.0 
NY,W 9,430 12,620 33.8 8,118 11,405 40.5 12,138 13,353 10.0 
VT 1,306 1,812 38.7 1,183 1,483 25.4 765 1,094 43.0 

3RD 64,236 84,377 31.4 57,282 69,673 21.6 63,539 78,243 23.1 
DE 1,970 2,545 29.2 1,489 1,700 14.2 4,030 4,875 21.0 
NJ 32,185 40,872 27.0 28,960 32,149 11.0 31,395 40,118 27.8 
PA.E 15,674 20,273 33.2 14,206 17,976 26.5 15,060 17,957 19.2 
PA.M 6,307 8, 968 42.2 5,245 7,671 46.3 6,607 7,904 19.6 
PAW 8,037 11,050 37.5 7,309 10,108 38.3 6,298 7,240 15.0 
Vi 63 69 95 73 69 -§.5 149 149 

4TH 91,430 117,638 28.7 79,736 100,747 26.4 98,456 115,347 17.2 
MD 22,370 30,508 36.4 19,949 26,101 30.8 21,097 25,504 20.9 
NCE 8,423 9,577 13.7 6,706 8,394 25.2 10,792 11,975 11.0 
NC,M 6,816 9,025 32.4 5,479 6,325 15.4 12,687 15,387 21.3 
NC,W §,420 7,069 30.4 4,670 6,068 29.9 11,376 12,377 8.8 
SC 9,139 11,076 21.2 8,361 9,569 14.4 11,639 13,146 12.9 
VA,E 24,786 31,223 26.0 22,248 27,382 23.1 19,545 23,386 19.7 
VA,W 9,004 11,032 22.5 7,395 10,000 35.2 7,082 8,114 14.6 
WV,N 2,175 3,279 50.8 1,910 3,107 62.7 1,345 1,517 12.8 


WV,S 3,297 4,849 47.1 3,018 3,801 25.9 2,893 3,941 36.2 


a 
Table F. (Continued) 


| Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent | Percent 
Circuit and District 1996 1997 Change 1996 1997 Change 1996° 1997 | Change 

5TH 91,885 113,133 23.1 76,633 93,881 22.5 128,687 147,939 15.0 

LA,E 5,990 7,392 23.4 5,274 6,392 21.2 7,261 8,261 13.8 
LA.M 2,317 2,882 24.4 1,684 2,770 645 3,406 3,518 3.3 
LA,.W 10,521 12,830 219 7,458 9,163 22.9 15,362 19,029 23.9 
MS,N 4,992 6,410 28.4 4,194 5,240 249 6,059 7,229 19.3 
MS,S 9,527 12,515 31.4 8,078 10,239 268 10,859 13,135 21.0 
TX,N 19,612 24,740 26.1 18,410 19,748 7.3 27,735 32,727 18.0 
TX,E 7,739 9,572 23.7 5,401 7,783 441 11,711 13,500 15.3 
TX.S 16,955 19,205 13.3 13,702 17,623 28.6 25,491 27,073 6.2 
TX,W 14,232 17,587 23.6 12,432 14,923 20.0 20,803 23,467 12.8 
6TH 135,624 164,489 21.3 118,324 148,166 25.2 174,551 190,874 9.4 

KY.E 7,726 9,425 22.0 6,521 8,805 35.0 9,821 10,441 6.3 
KY,W 10,088 11,763 16.6 8,638 11,314 31.0 8,258 8,707 5.4 
MIE 20,617 26,163 26.9 19,447 22,981 18.2 21,415 24,597 14.9 
MI,W 9,339 11,720 25.5 7,489 9,897 32.2 9,947 11,770 18.3 
© OH,N 20,076 25,329 26.2 17,509 22,056 26.0 19,885 23,158 16.5 
OH,S 21,583 26,947 24.9 18,147 25,960 43.1 30,376 31,363 3.2 
TN.E 13,872 16,320 17.6 11,679 13,657 16.9 22,092 24,755 12.1 
™N.M 11,305 12,599 11.4 11,079 12,743 15.0 19,166 19,022 -.8 
TN,W 21,018 24,223 15.2 17,815 20,753 16.5 33,591 37,061 10.3 
7TH 94,929 116,540 22.8 85,014 104,882 23.4 77,680 89,338 15.0 

IL,N 36,625 43,237 18.1 33,194 39,322 18.5 31,965 35,880 12.2 
iL,C 9,339 12,347 32.2 8,608 10,827 25.8 6,043 7,563 25.2 
IL,S 5,542 6,783 22.4 4,704 6,179 31.4 4,563 5,167 13.2 
IN.N 10,264 13,037 27.0 9,998 11,051 10.5 8,584 10,570 23.1 
INS 17,761 22,475 26.5 15,537 19,958 28.5 13,991 16,508 18.0 
WILE 10,239 12,464 21.7 8,325 11,355 36.4 8,264 9,373 13.4 
WI,W 5,159 6,197 20.1 4,648 6,190 33.2 4,270 4,277 2 
8TH 66,747 80,428 20.5 59,081 71,206 20.5 64,417 73,639 14.3 

AR.E 8,077 9,808 21.4 5,564 7,546 35.6 11,184 13,446 20.2 
AR,W 4,161 5,452 31.0 3,380 4,503 33.2 4,648 5,597 204 
1A,N 3,221 3,950 22.6 2,785 3,514 26.2 2,092 2,528 20.8 
IA,S 4,985 5,839 17.1 4,584 5,446 18.8 3,069 3,462 12.8 
MN 17,200 20,248 17.7 16,260 18,497 13.8 19,085 20,836 9.2 
MO.E 11,982 14,380 20.0 11,056 12,877 16.5 11,939 13,442 12.6 
MO,W 8,791 10,774 22.6 7,715 9,562 23.9 5,924 7,136 205 
NE 4,887 5,835 19.4 4,612 5,681 23.2 4,324 4,478 3.6 
ND 1,604 1,895 18.1 1,509 1,725 14.3 833 1,003 20.4 
SD 1,839 2,247 22.2 1°16 1,855 148 1,319 1,711 29.7 
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Table F. (Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit and District 1996 1997 Change 1996 1997 Change 1996° 1997 Change 
9TH 257,810 309,150 19.9 252,755 296,528 17.3 220,753 233,375 5.7 
AK 1,114 1,361 22.2 1,027 1,300 26.6 1,344 1,405 45 
AZ 19,229 24,534 27.6 22,344 20,622 -77 21,372 25,284 18.3 
CA,N 30,236 34,559 14.3 28,141 37,030 31.6 32,991 30,520 7.5 
CA.E 29,581 36,080 22.0 26,820 34,483 28.6 23,741 25,338 67 
CA,C 97,311 115,686 18.9 99,479 112,335 12.9 64,371 67,722 5.2 
CAS 17,176 19,159 11.5 17,473 20,096 15.0 17,215 16,278 -§.5 
HI 2,758 4,161 50.9 2,294 3,602 57.0 1,800 2,359 31.1 
ID 5,107 6,604 29.3 4,208 5,601 33.1 6,138 7,141 16.3 
MT 2,652 3,379 27.4 2,219 2,781 25.3 2,141 2,739 27.9 
NV 9,580 12,896 34.6 8,273 9,820 18.7 11,807 14,883 26.1 
OR 15,944 18,044 13.2 16,223 18,585 14.6 16,345 15,804 -3.3 
WA.E 5,400 6,898 27.7 5,022 5,987 19.2 3,987 4,898 22.8 
WA,W 21,639 25,674 18.6 19,177 24,190 26.1 17,397 18,881 8.5 
GUAM 68 111 63.2 46 84 82.6 82 109 32.9 
NMI 15 4 -73.3 9 12 33.3 22 14 -36.4 
10TH 59,767 74,164 24.1 51,444 66,698 29.7 64,119 68,585 12.2 
CO 15,726 18,722 19.1 15,689 17,0£4 8.7 12,853 14,521 13.0 
KS 10,755 12,856 19.5 9,100 10,921 20.0 12,898 14,833 15.0 
NM 5,564 7,259 30.5 4,475 6,003 34.1 5,518 6,774 22.8 
OK,N 5,017 5,955 18.7 3,109 7,744 149.1 6.810 5,021 -26.3 
OK,E 2,497 3,231 29.4 1,998 2,954 47° 1,706 1,983 16.2 
OK,W 9,870 12,645 28.1 8,960 10,602 18.3 9,982 12,025 20.5 
UT 8,676 11,442 31.9 6,883 9,465 37.5 9,746 11,723 20.3 
WY 1,662 2.054 23.6 1,230 1,955 58.9 1,606 1,705 6.2 
11TH 139,066 165,961 18.8 120,408 143,921 19.5 182,270 204,310 12.1 
of 4L,N 19,916 22,518 13.1 17,171 21,629 26.0 37,852 38,741 2.3 
\L,M 5,872 6,634 13.0 5,684 6,357 11.8 10,277 10,554 2.7 
A AL,S 4,792 4,822 6 2,635 4.375 66.0 6,682 7,129 6.7 
FL,N 3,376 4,563 35.2 2,599 3,496 34.5 2,869 3,936 37.2 
' FL,M 32,839 41,253 25.6 28,604 33,319 16.5 28,325 36,259 28.0 
FL,S 19,235 24,867 29.3 16,726 20,469 22.4 14,803 19,201 29.7 
GA,N 30,469 34,257 12.4 28,726 33,089 15.2 41,283 42,451 28 
GA,M 12,758 14,782 15.9 10,356 11,679 12.8 21,061 24,164 147 
GA,S 10,409 12,265 17.8 7,907 9,508 20.2 19,118 21,875 14.4 


* REVISED 
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Table F-2. 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts—Business and Nonbusiness Cases Commenced, by Chapter of the Bankruptcy Code, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Non- Non- Non- 
Circuit | Total Total Total Total Total Business | Business| Business| Business Total business business business 
and Total | Chapter Chapter Chapter Chapter | Business| Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Nonbusiness Chapter Chapter Chapter 

District Filings | 7 11 12 13 Filings’ 7 11 12 13 Filings 7 11 13 

TOTAL 1,367,364 958,045 11,221 966 397,097 54,252 31,862 10,092 966 11,297 1,313,112 926,183 1,129 385,800 
DC 2,413 1,555 66 : 791 109 35 50 : 23 2,304 1,520 16 768 
1ST 51,414 37,075 511 8 13,819 1,756 1,065 466 8 216 49,658 36,010 45 13,603 
ME 3,990 3,596 16 2 376 315 220 16 2 77 3,675 3,376 - 299 
MA 23,401 19,955 323 . 3,122 1,000 573 312 . 114 22,401 19,382 11 3,008 
NH 4,586 4,261 42 3 280 103 58 39 3 3 4,483 4,203 3 277 
Ri 5,273 5,037 24 - 212 177 135 24 . 18 5,096 4,902 - 194 
PR 14,164 4,226 106 3 9,829 161 79 75 3 4 14,003 4,147 31 9,825 
2ND 87,657 72,321 1,369 48 13,911 3,516 1,798 1,191 48 471 84,141 70,523 178 13,440 
CT 13,160 11,550 138 3 1,469 206 97 104 3 2 12,954 11,453 34 1,467 
NY.N 15,837 13,262 91 32 2,451 772 483 90 32 166 15,065 12,779 1 2,285 
NY,E 28,535 23,098 404 - 5,033 530 205 319 - 6 28,005 22,893 85 5,027 
NY,.S 15,693 13,337 622 1 1,726 868 265 570 1 25 14,825 13,072 52 1,701 
NY,W 12,620 9,413 87 8 3,112 983 642 84 8 249 11,637 8,771 3 2,863 
VT 1,812 1,661 27 4 120 157 106 24 4 23 1,655 1,555 3 97 
3RD 84,377 60,470 1,458 29 22,417 3,286 1,638 1,277 29 339 81,091 58,832 181 22,078 
DE 2,545 1,567 227 1 750 252 25 226 1 2,293 1,542 1 750 
NJ 40,872 28,445 671 1 11,753 1,124 554 542 1 25 39,748 27,891 129 11,728 
PAE 20,873 13,085 294 13 7,480 §83 264 270 13 35 20,290 12,821 24. 7,445 
PAM 8,968 7,532 93 7 1,336 836 495 87 7 247 8,132 7,037 6 1,089 
PA,W 11,050 9,795 163 7 1,085 471 290 142 7 32 10,579 9,505 21 1,053 
Vi 69 46 10 . 13 20 10 10 . . 49 36 . 13 
4TH 117,638 77,528 898 31 39,181 4,411 2,678 828 31 874 113,227 74,850 70 38,307 
MD 30,508 22,351 304 5 7,848 1,632 1,037 292 5 298 28,876 21,314 12 7,550 
NC.E 9,577 4,520 60 10 4,987 435 220 57 10 148 9,142 4,300 3 4,839 
NC.M 9,025 2,405 27 1 6,592 178 131 26 1 20 8,847 2,274 1 6,572 
NC,W 7,069 2,987 32 2 4,048 83 49 31 2 1 6,986 2,938 1 4,047 
SC 11,076 5,956 101 5 5,014 335 125 87 5 118 10,741 5,831 14 4,896 
VA,E 31,223 22,698 260 3 8,262 800 419 225 3 153 30,423 22,279 35 8,109 
VA,W 11,032 9,038 69 4 1,921 604 452 66 4 82 10,428 8,586 3 1,839 
WV,N 3,279 3,067 18 1 193 155 112 18 1 24 3,124 2,955 ; 169 


WV,S 4,849 4,506 27 ° 316 189 133 26 ° 30 4,660 4,373 1 286 


Table F-2. (Continued) 


Circuit 


and 


District 


5TH 


6TH 


7TH 


Total 
Filings 


113,179 


7,392 
2,882 
12,830 
6,410 
12,515 
24,740 
9,572 
19,205 
17,587 


164,489 


9,425 
11,763 
26,163 
11,720 
25,329 
26,947 
16,320 
12,599 
24,223 


116,540 


43,237 
2,347 
6,783 
12.037 
22,475 
12,464 
6,197 


80,428 
9 808 
o 452 
3,950 
5,839 

20,248 

14,380 

10,774 
5 835 
1,895 


2,247 


Total | Total 
Chapter 


Chapter 


7 


58,413 
4,782 
1,837 
5,407 
3,822 
6,862 

12,003 
4,229 

10,193 
9,278 


106,619 
8,167 
9,355 

19,273 
8,615 
20,734 
20,089 
8,138 
6,569 
5,679 


93,749 
32,020 
10,743 

5 041 
11,213 
18,706 
10,426 

5,690 


59,369 
4,962 
4526 
3,782 


59 
», 250 


15.321 
8,702 
9,194 
4,807 
1,765 
2 061 


| 
| 


1 


| 


| 
| 


Total 
Chapter 
12 


Total 
Chapter 
13 


53,550 
2,536 
1,018 
7,309 
2,550 
5,605 

12,420 
5,266 
8,740 
8,106 


56,951 
1,228 
2,356 
6,624 
3,008 
+, 506 
6,738 
8.115 
5014 
16,403 


22,158 
10,942 
1,556 
1,714 
1,762 
3,664 
2,008 
512 


20,499 
797 
1,893 
145 
566 
4,823 
5 Bil 
|,495 
952 
7 
135 


Total 


Business 
Filings 


4,428 
120 
60 
508 
138 
134 
1,542 
534 
724 
668 


3,755 
273 
180 
650 
505 
494 
549 
416 
497 
191 


3,721 
832 
364 
593 
215 

483 

374 

860 


5,004 
282 
245 
247 
308 
486 
315 
440 
281 
167 
233 


Chapter 


7 


Business | Business Business 
Chapter | 
11 


Chapter | 


12 


186 


— 


Business 
Chapter 


13 


Total 


Nonbusiness 
Filings 


108,705 
7 272 
2,822 
12,322 
6,272 
12,381 

23,198 

9,038 
18,481 
16,919 


160,734 
9,152 
11,583 
25,513 
11,215 
24,835 
26,398 
15,904 
12,102 
24,032 


112,819 
42,405 
11,983 

6,190 
12,822 
21,992 
12,090 

5 397 


75,424 
9 526 
5 207 
3,703 
5 541 
17.762 

14,065 

10.334 
6 554 
1,728 
2,014 


Non- 
business 
_ Chapter 

7 


| 


56,427 
4,728 
1,807 
5 144 
4,751 
6,795 

11,313 
4,024 
9,906 
8,959 


104,550 
7,967 
9,240 

18,935 
8,331 
20,414 
19,762 
7,956 
6,337 
5,608 


91,075 
31,494 
10,473 
4 599 
11,082 
18,395 
10,134 
4 898 


§5,931 
4 830 
3,400 
3,580 
4,993 

13,475 


ol 
Ve 


Non- 
| 
Chapter 

1 


26 
17 


business 


Non- 
business 
Chapter 
13 


52,191 
2,534 
1,014 
7.176 
2,520 
5,584 

11,871 
5,010 
8,539 
7,943 


56,144 
1,184 
2,343 
6,569 
2,883 
4.418 
6,631 
7,945 
5,758 

18,413 


21,718 
10,894 
1,510 
1,591 
1,738 
3,593 
1,956 
436 


19,479 
4,695 
1.803 

123 
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Table F-2. (Continued) 


| | | | | | Non- | Non- | Non- 
Circuit Total Total | Total Total | Total | Business| Business | Business Susinese | Total business business business 
and Total Chapter Chapter Chapter Chapter | Business | Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Nonbusiness | Chapter | Chapter Chapter 
District Filings 7 1 12 13 | Filings 7 1 12 | 13 Filings 7 11 13 
9TH 309,150 245,236 2,565 134 61,206 16,192 10,159 2,215 134 3,675 292,958 235,077 350 57,531 
AK 1,361 1,222 20 119 159 101 19 19 1,202 1,121 1 80 
AZ 24,534 18,920 407 7 5,299 868 44) 275 7 136 23,666 18,473 12 5 161 
CA.N 34,559 24,914 138 1 9,304 2,200 1,09! 273 1 829 12,359 23,819 65 8.475 
CAE 36,080 10,649 175 15 5.219 2,608 1,711 161 15 699 13,472 28,938 14 4,520 
CA,C 115,686 94,091 946 ? 20.641 6,189 4,328 787 7 1,066 109,497 89,763 159 19,575 
CAS 19.159 14,314 104 1 4,740 231 142 73 1 15 18,928 14,172 ‘1 4,725 
HI 4,161 3,702 50 409 189 121 45 23 3,972 3,581 5 386 
ID 6,604 5,028 38 40 1,498 514 282 35 40 157 6,090 4,746 } 1,341 
MT 3,379 2,582 25 23 749 267 139 20 23 85 3,112 2,443 5 664 
NV 12,896 9,160 175 2 3,556 429 180 169 2 75 12,467 8.980 6 3,481 
OR 18,044 14,404 48 5 3,587 1,082 758 46 5 273 16,962 13,646 2 3,314 
WA.E 6,898 5,715 67 1,107 518 333 66 9 110 6,380 5,382 1 997 
WA.W 25,674 20,443 270 4 4,957 913 499 244 4 166 24,761 19,944 26 4,791 
GUAM 111 88 2 21 23 21 2 88 67 21 
NMI 4 4 2 2 2 2 
10TH 74,164 56,422 459 116 17,164 3,360 2,142 436 116 663 70,804 54,280 23 16,501 
CO 18,722 15,168 123 23 3,406 625 432 119 23 49 18,097 14,736 4 3,357 
KS 12,856 10,110 72 22 2,652 416 229 66 22 99 12,440 9,881 6 2,553 
NM 7,259 §,152 59 7 2,041 404 230 54 7 113 6,855 4,922 5 1,928 
OK,N 5,955 4,898 42 5 1,010 648 483 39 5 121 5,307 4,415 3 889 
OK,E 3,231 2,905 18 16 291 157 96 18 16 26 3,074 2,809 265 
OK,W 12,645 9,961 64 33 2,587 605 391 63 33 118 12,040 9,570 1 2,469 
UT 11,442 6,426 66 7 4,943 411 229 63 7 112 11,031 6,197 3 4,831 
wy 2,054 1,802 15 3 234 94 52 14 3 25 1,960 1,750 1 209 
11TH 165,961 89,288 1,148 71 75,450 4,714 2,180 1,049 71 1,410 161,247 87,108 99 74,040 
AL.N 22,518 8,226 yf 2 14,195 438 171 87 2 178 22,080 8.055 + 14.017 
ALM 6,634 2,602 8 3,997 76 131 4 110 6, 35¢ 471 + 887 
ALS 4,822 2,141 41 1 2,649 185 72 28 1 B4 4,637 2,069 } 2,565 
FL.N 4,563 3,739 41 1 782 12 56 37 1 41 4,438 3683 4 51 
FL.M 41,253 32,785 338 10 8.119 1,213 641 40 10 259 40.040 32,144 46 7,860 
FL.S 24,867 18,876 331 j 5 654 774 44) 103 } 24 24.093 18,435 28 5,630 
GA.N 34,257 12,888 209 4 21,156 1,173 487 192 4 490 33.084 12,401 17 20,666 
GA.M 14,782 5,288 43 33 9,418 180 55 41 33 51 14,602 §,233 é 9,367 
GA,S 12,265 2,743 33 9 9,480 350 126 32 9 183 11,915 2,61; 1 9,297 
‘ THESE FIGURES INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING CASES NOT REFLECTED ELSEWHERE 
DC - SECTION 304 1 CA.N - SECTION 304 02 MA - SECTION 304 CA.E . CHAPTERS 1 PAE CHAPTERS 1 CO. CHAPTERS 1 
NY.S - SECTION 304 07 CA,C - SECTION 304 = 01 NJ - SECTION 304 NV - SECTION 304 j ™N. W. CHAPTER 9 1 FL.M- SECTION 304 
MS, N. CHAPTER 9 01 CO - SECTION 304 01 TX.N- CHAPTER 9 OK.E - CHAPTER 9 1 AZ. CHAPTER 9 
IL.N - SECTION 304 01 FL.S - SECTION 304 03 NE . CHAPTER G 02 NY. N - SECTION 304 01 CA. E. SECTION 304 01 
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Table F-8. 

U.S. Bankruptcy Courts—Adversary Proceedings Commenced, 
Terminated, and Pending Under the Bankruptcy Code 

During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Pending Pending 
Circuit and District Oct. 1, 1996 Filed Terminated Sept. 30, 1997 

TOTAL 86,708 73,174 79,949 79,933 
DC 126 114 119 121 

1ST 2,891 2,093 2,321 2,663 
ME 260 339 328 271 
MA 1,777 1,231 1,378 1,630 
NH 173 182 219 136 
Ri 263 252 249 266 
PR 418 89 147 360 

2ND 8,390 5,950 6,491 7,849 
CT 1,512 718 896 1,334 
NY,N 849 876 611 1,114 
NY.E 2,013 1,657 1,880 1,790 
NY,S 3,476 1,904 2,342 3,038 
NY,W 485 686 687 484 
VT 55 109 75 89 

3RD 5,707 5,580 4,917 6,370 
DE 483 349 167 665 
NJ 2,623 2,103 1,781 2,945 
PAE 1,195 1,604 1,647 1,152 
PAM 875 819 624 1,070 
PAW 471 699 687 483 
vi 60 6 11 55 

4TH 4,619 5,138 5,129 4 628 
MD 1,607 1,252 1,314 1,545 
NC,E 197 249 247 199 
NC,M 286 145 216 215 
NC.W 428 1,275 1,053 650 
SC 192 378 325 245 
VA.E 915 1,041 1,036 920 
VA,W 560 492 604 448 
WV,N 95 155 169 81 
WV,S 339 151 165 325 


Table F-8. (Continued) 


Pending Pending 
Circuit and District Oct. 1, 1996 Filed Terminated Sept. 30, 1997 

5TH 5,097 5,072 5,273 4,896 
LA,E 283 217 244 256 
LA,M 103 184 220 67 
LA,W 213 304 275 242 
MS,N 393 311 327 377 
MS,S 471 632 652 451 
TX,N 1,091 1,122 1,149 1,064 
TX,E 405 418 572 251 
TX,S 1,737 1,148 1,162 1,723 
TX,W 401 736 672 465 

6TH 8,709 8,229 8,142 8,796 
KY,E 679 328 391 616 
KY ,W 312 420 410 322 
MI,E 1,788 1,305 1,257 1,836 
MI,W 431 668 579 520 
OH,N 1,484 1,453 1,479 1,458 
OH,S 1,886 963 1,044 1,805 
TNE 816 587 565 838 
TN.M 727 557 468 816 
TN,W 586 1,948 1,949 585 

7TH 5,592 5,647 5,841 5,398 
IL,N 2,256 2,046 2,134 2,168 
IL,C 370 711 729 352 
IL,S 195 493 540 148 
IN,N 782 682 614 850 
INS 029 755 783 1,001 
WI,E 584 601 675 510 
WI,W 376 359 366 369 

8TH 3,127 4,218 4,095 3,250 
AR,E 444 451 486 409 
AR,W 27 244 264 207 
|A,N 347 271 256 362 
IA,S 202 288 241 249 
MN 796 785 913 668 
MO,E 519 1,259 949 829 
MO.W 164 443 446 161 
NE 255 263 32 | 197 
ND 54 87 100 41 
SD 119 127 119 127 
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Table F-8. (Continued) 


Pending Pending 
Circuit and District — a Oct. 1, 1996 | - Filed © ft Terminated =| Sept. 30, 1997 

9TH 19,524 18,271 19,902 17,893 

AK 580 676 241 1,015 
AZ 2,007 1,283 1,256 2,034 
CA,N 2,826 2,682 3,285 2,223 
CA,E 1,285 1,858 1,823 1,320 
CA,C 8,523 6,889 8,364 7,048 
CA,S 1,416 1,035 1,393 1,058 
HI| 227 189 109 307 
ID 221 378 347 252 
MT 61 116 114 63 
NV 574 466 414 626 
OR 676 1,095 1,101 670 
WA,E 163 226 174 215 
WA,W 948 1,372 1,280 1,040 
GUAM 13 6 - 19 
NMI 4 - 1 3 
oO 10TH 5,150 3,751 3,669 5,232 
CO 1,042 1,014 907 1,149 
KS 1,623 829 1,022 1,430 
NM 393 260 273 380 
OK,N 643 441 502 582 
OK,E 148 173 158 163 
OK,W 727 534 359 902 
UT 361 393 366 388 
WY 213 107 82 238 
11TH 17,776 9,111 14,050 12,837 

AL,N 1,541 2,627 2,744 1,424 
AL,M 139 414 433 120 
AL,S 202 365 347 220 
FL,N 108 152 126 134 
FL,M 12,791 2,167 6,962 7,996 
FL,.S 1,072 1,346 1,349 1,069 
GA,N 1,442 1,093 1,153 1,382 
GA,M 255 418 426 247 


GA,S 226 529 510 245 


Table G-1. 
U.S. Court of International Trade—Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1996 and 1997 


Summary of Workload 1996 1997 increase/Decrease 
Cases Pending on October 1 3,312 5,432 2,120 
Total Cases Filed 2,885 2,275 -610 
Total Cases Terminated 765 711 -54 
After trial, hearing, 
or submission 141 183 42 
After submission on agreed 
statement of facts 198 99 -99 
After dispositive order 29 37 i 
After dismissal 397 229 -168 


Cases Pending on September 30 5,432 6,996 1,564 
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Table G-2A. 
U.S. Court of Federal Claims—Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Type of Case | Pending October 1, 1996 Filed Terminated Pending September 30, 1997 
Total Cases 3,023 935 1,010 2,948 
Military pay 84 51 43 92 
Civilian pay 490 48 24 514 
Contract 544 280 203 621 
Native American 31 2 2 31 
INCC (transfer) 19 0 0 19 
Patent 23 20 14 29 
Property (taken) 270 51 82 239 
Tax 418 263 154 527 
CLA review 3 3 3 3 
Transportation 35 16 8 43 
Miscellaneous 26 68 59 35 
Oil spill 1 0 0 1 
Declaratory judgments 
(contract) 10 26 28 8 
Vaccine 
compensation’ 1,069 107 390 786 


' THE VACCINE COMPENSATION CASES ARE RECEIVED PURSUANT TO 42 USC SECTION 300AA.1 ET SEQ 


4 
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Table G-2B. 
U.S. Court of Federal Claims—Judgments and Appeals 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Judgment Amounts 


Amount claimed in fiscal year 1997 filings $6, 180,444,000 
Number of cases terminated 1,010 
Judgments for plaintiffs/petitioners* $757 834,201 
Amount of above judgments for plaintiffs carrying interest $199,106,958 
Judgments on defendants’ counterclaims or offsets $36 637 338 
Amount of above judgments for de! >ndants on counterclaims or 

offsets carrying interest $17,870,416 


Appeals to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 


Appeals pending October 1, 1997 133 
Appeals filed October 1, 1996, to September 30, 1997 130 
Appeals terminated October 1, 1996, to September 30, 1997 120 
Affirmed 78 
Reversed (including those reversed in part) 21 
Appeals dismissed 21 
Appeals pending September 30, 1997 143 


* ANNUITY AMOUNTS INCLUDED WHEN AVAILABLE JUDGMENT AMOUNTS ARE FOR ALL CASES RESOLVED IN FISCAL YEAR 1997, WHICH INCLUDE SOME 
CASES FILED IN PREVIOUS YEARS 
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Table H-1. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services 
Cases Activated for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Type of Case Activated 
Y 
Total 
Cases Total Less indictmenv Material Transters Transters Pretrial 
Circuit and District Activated Transters Complaints information Witness Superseding Other Received Out Diversions* 

TOTAL 69,2863 65,273 26,674 34,172 677 1,634 2,116 4,010 4,987 2,402 
1ST 2,021 1,887 592 1,114 17 79 85 134 158 27 

ME 165 156 82 72 0 2 0 q 4 3 
MA 693 643 143 454 11 33 2 50 69 1 
NH 181 146 27 117 0 2 0 a5 11 ) 
RI 144 135 62 72 0 0 { 4 17 0 
PR 838 807 278 399 6 42 82 4 53 14 
2ND 5,897 5,455 2,989 2,211 y 114 132 442 405 228 

CT 361 334 61 268 1 3 1 27 20 11 
NY.N 537 493 239 225 6 4 19 44 33 4 
NYE 2,121 1,994 1,538 407 1 17 44 127 165 147 
NYS 2.224 2.028 921 973 1 65 68 196 150 59 
NY,W 508 470 201 248 0 16 5 18 24 7 
VT 146 136 2 90 0 y 4 10 13 0 
3RD 3,443 3,230 1,211 1,921 7 44 47 213 251 401 

DE 179 161 20 131 0 5 5 18 11 2 
NJ 1,236 1,180 653 508 1 7 11 56 132 219 
PAE 1,049 982 298 666 5 2 11 67 49 20 
PA.M 368 330 44 249 0 22 15 38 24 28 
PAW 382 353 77 270 0 4 2 29 31 125 
Vi 229 224 119 97 1 4 } 5 4 7 
4TH 7,013 6,507 1,456 4,467 22 137 425 506 374 440 

MD 799 748 325 367 0 30 26 51 100 57 
NCE 908 853 187 657 0 i) 55 53 84 
NC.M 347 303 69 202 4 28 44 23 12 
NCW 713 677 97 538 0 12 30 36 32 6 
Sc 1,119 1,046 289 742 0 73 61 122 
VA.E 1,735 1,561 316 1,175 8 44 18 174 55 131 
VA.W 597 569 131 392 9 29 28 40 18 
WV,N 212 181 8 169 0 1 3 31 5 4 
WV,S 583 569 34 225 1 14 295 14 5 6 


YDS 
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Table H-1. (Continued) 
Type of Case Activated 
| Total 
Cases Total Less indictment Material Transters Transfers Pretrial 
Circuit and District Activated Transfers Complaints | information Witness Superseding Other Received Out Diversions’ 

5TH 11,167 10,632 2,958 7,068 147 386 73 535 649 216 
LAE 489 442 157 277 1 3 4 47 18 12 
LA.M 120 116 14 102 0 0 0 4 7 4 
LA.W 329 300 52 238 2 3 5 29 27 8 
MS,N 165 155 23 127 0 0 5 10 8 } 
MS,S 354 337 72 244 0 6 15 17 27 } 
TX,N 1,304 1,203 288 796 57 52 10 101 115 47 
TX,E 675 606 67 482 0 45 12 69 40 11 
TX,S 3,217 3,075 815 2,123 28 95 14 142 267 12 
TX.W 4,514 4,398 1,470 2,679 59 182 8 116 140 116 
6TH 5,236 4,898 1,478 2,841 14 163 402 338 296 221 
KY,E 344 310 43 263 0 1 3 34 13 11 
KY,W 313 301 61 191 0 2 47 12 14 6 
MIE 1,536 1,458 567 774 1 95 21 78 51 142 
S ] Mi,W 400 356 31 272 0 45 8 44 22 3 
OH,N 743 700 263 414 0 12 11 43 62 21 
OH,S 744 708 167 301 5 3 232 36 47 0 
TNE 475 438 133 279 5 3 18 37 36 1 
TN.M 314 292 93 140 0 2 57 22 30 20 
TN.W 367 335 120 207 3 0 5 32 21 17 
7TH 2,668 2,431 823 1,400 6 92 110 237 288 34 
IL,N 995 926 451 450 1 15 i) 69 158 18 
IL,C 247 217 68 145 0 3 1 30 13 3 
ILS 276 233 25 154 4 45 5 43 21 0 
INN 336 309 120 146 1 3 39 27 23 4 
IN.S 315 291 82 195 0 12 2 24 29 1 
WILE 335 304 50 192 0 12 50 31 19 3 
WI,W 164 151 27 118 0 2 4 13 25 5 
8TH 3,762 3,511 727 2,435 6 237 106 251 204 164 
AR,E 381 357 37 245 0 75 0 24 29 33 

AR.W 141 134 33 96 0 0 5 7 24 
1A,N 220 207 30 160 0 12 5 13 14 4 

IA.S 225 200 85 113 1 0 1 25 2 
MN 568 523 107 347 0 56 13 45 41 1 
MO,E 718 694 233 381 2 7 71 24 37 75 
MO0.W 460 429 70 320 0 37 2 31 20 8 
NE 365 334 85 242 2 3 2 31 18 9 
ND 202 189 34 144 0 5 6 13 13 16 
SD 482 444 13 387 1 42 1 38 6 4 
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Table H-1. (Continued) 


Circuit and District | 


9TH 


10TH 


OK,N 
OK,E 
OK,W 


11TH 
AL,N 
AL.M 
AL,S 
FL.N 
FL.M 
FL.S 
GA,N 
GA.M 
GA.S 


Cases 
Activated 


16,179 
240 
3,560 
997 
921 
2,475 
4,200 
333 
180 
414 
703 
837 
269 
810 
210 
30 


4,214 
612 

1,240 
31 
138 
649 
418 
159 


7,683 
377 
232 
485 
523 

1,783 

2,444 
919 
582 
338 


Total Less 
Transfers 


15,608 
237 
3,505 
944 
851 
2,394 
4,090 
310 
166 
386 
654 
810 
264 
758 
209 
30 


4,000 
£38 
571 

1,302 
299 
129 
621 
400 
140 


7,114 
367 
199 
415 
437 

1,628 

2,346 
861 
552 
309 


Complaints 


10,418 
20 
2,850 
503 
503 
1,634 
3,854 
68 


Type of Case Activated 
| 


| Superseding 


Indictment Material 
information Witness 

4,346 161 122 
210 0 2 
609 1 20 
330 0 21 
320 8 13 
601 123 4 
183 4 4 
216 11 14 
134 0 0 
332 0 5 
298 0 20 
466 5 10 
133 1 0 
368 7 9 
122 1 0 
24 0 0 
2,230 238 123 
256 1 13 
499 2 13 
703 212 25 
182 1 53 
97 0 ) 
180 19 0 
212 3 1 
101 0 9 
4,139 50 137 
275 2 0 

153 0 
351 1 45 
297 1 11 
1,083 0) 19 
779 40 56 
494 0 0 
427 : 4 
280 2 0 


| 


| 


| 
| 


| 


Transfers 
Received 


16 


| 
| 
| 


Transfers 
Out 


833 


Total 
Pretrial 


Diversions’ 


a 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
* THE TOTAL FOR PRETRIAL DIVERSIONS INCLUDES DEFENDANTS WHOSE CASES WERE ACTIVATED PRIOR TO THIS REPORTING PERIOD BUT WERE CONVERTED TO DIVERSION DURING THIS 


REPORTING PERIOD 
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Table H-2. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Interviews 
and Types of Bail Reports for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


interview Status Type of Report 
a oe eo —_— _ _ . . . : ] T 
Not Refused Postbail Other | No Reports 
interviewed Interviewed’ | interview Prebail Reports Reports Reports | ode 
Md Bit. _ " ; 
Cases | | | with | Without | | | | 
Circuit and District | Activaied | Total | Pet. Total | Pet. | Total | Pet. _| Total | Pet. | Recom. | Recom. | Total | Pct. Total Pct. | Total | Pct. 
TOTAL 69,283 53,597 77.4 8,913 12.9 6,773 9.8 60,892 87.9 56,879 4,013 3,939 5.7 1,639 2.4 2,813 4.1 
1ST 2,021 1,841 91.1 105 5.2 75 3.7 1,886 93.3 1,880 6 40 2.0 60 3.0 35 1.7 
ME 165 149 90.3 13 79 3 18 158 95.8 158 0 1 6 2 12 4 24 
MA 693 603 87.0 60 8.7 30 43 659 95.1 659 0 27 39 0 0 7 10 
NH 181 145 80.1 26 144 10 5.5 151 83 4 151 0 { 6 12 66 17 94 
RI 144 144 1000 0 0 0 144 1000 143 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
PR 838 800 95.5 6 7 32 3.8 774 924 769 5 1 13 46 5 § 7 g 
2ND 5,897 5,568 94.4 248 4.2 81 1.4 5,532 93.8 5,480 52 139 2.4 140 2.4 86 1.5 
CT 361 238 65.9 87 24.1 36 §=6.100 300 83.1 295 5 5 14 22 6 7 34 94 
NY,N 537 519 96.6 11 2.0 7 13 512 95.3 503 y 14 26 y 17 2 4 
NYE 2,121 2,063 973 36 17 22 1.0 2,067 97.5 2,057 10 15 7 28 1.3 1 5 
NYS 2,224 2,157 97.0 63 28 4 2 2,061 92.7 2,057 4 87 39 62 28 14 6 
NY,W 508 468 921 29 5.7 11 2.2 471 92.7 452 19 17 33 12 24 8 16 
VT 146 123 84.2 22 15.1 1 7 121 82.9 116 5 1 7 7 48 17 116 
3RD 3,443 3,101 90.1 292 8.5 50 1.5 2,843 82.6 2,785 58 76 2.2 175 5.1 349 10.1 
DE 179 126 70.4 31 17.3 22 123 172 96.1 170 2 7 3.9 0 0 0 0 
NJ 1,236 1,172 948 56 45 8 6 1,131 91.5 1,115 16 21 17 54 44 30 24 
PAE 1,049 1,029 98.1 1 1.0 4 9 987 94.1 971 16 12 1.1 21 2.0 29 28 
PA.M 368 264 71.7 97 26.4 7 19 324 88.0 319 5 1 3 23 6.3 20 5.4 
PA.W 382 366 95.8 16 42 0 0 187 49.0 185 2 7 18 3 8 185 484 
VI 229 144 629 81 35.4 4 17 42 18.3 25 17 28 122 74-323 85 371 
4TH 7,013 5,624 80.2 1,254 17.9 135 1.9 5,698 81.2 5,454 244 315 4.5 421 6.0 579 8.3 
MD 799 774 96.9 15 19 10 13 738 92.4 730 8 46 5.8 e) 11 6 8 
NCE 908 558 61.5 346 38.1 4 4 894 98.5 893 1 12 13 0 0 2 2 
NC.M 347 299 86.2 45 13.0 3 4 218 62.8 217 1 0 0 55 159 74 «213 
NC.W 713 655 919 54 7.6 4 6 593 83.2 569 24 71 10.0 3 4 46 65 
SC 1,119 972 86.9 122 10.9 25 22 895 80.0 837 58 126 11.3 49 44 49 44 
VA.E 1,735 1,469 84.7 219 126 47 27 1,454 83.8 1,346 108 44 25 47 27 190 110 
VA,W 597 514 86.1 58 97 25 42 549 92.0 539 10 6 1.0 2 13 34 57 
WV.N 212 139 65.6 70 33.0 3 14 34 16.0 24 10 4 19 a 38 166 783 
WV.S 583 244 419 325 55.7 14 24 323 55.4 299 24 6 1.0 242 «445 12 21 
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Table H-2. (Continued) 
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| Interview Status | Type of Report 
= ae — a) een ieee ——— —_—— 
Not Refused Postbail Other | No Report 
Interviewed interviewed" Interview Prebail Reports Reports §——‘Reports | Made 
_ ~ T ore eet: memes one T T TO 
Cases | With | Without | | | 
Circuit and District | Activated Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. | Total | Pct. | Recom. | Recom. | Total | Pet. | Total | Pct | Total =| Pet. 
5TH 11,167 10,228 91.6 554 5.0 385 3.4 10,440 935 10,411 29 289 2.6 138 1.2 300 2.7 
LA.E 489 404 82.6 3 6 82 16.8 487 996 487 0 ) 0 0 0 2 4 
LA.M 120 106 88.3 14 11.7 0 0 117 97.5 117 0 0 0 0 0 3 25 
LA.W 329 290 88.1 23 7.0 16 49 ,13 95.1 310 3 0 0 4 1.2 12 3.6 
MS,N 165 159 96 4 4 2.4 2 1.2 146 88.5 145 1 4 2.4 3 18 12 73 
MS,S 354 346 97.7 6 1.7 2 6 334 94 4 334 0 12 34 5 14 3 8 
TX,N 1,304 1,214 93.1 59 45 31 2 1,183 907 1,183 0 28 2.1 52 40 41 31 
TX.E 675 620 91.9 45 6.7 10 1.5 614 91.0 608 6 7 1.0 a 13 45 6.7 
TX,S 3,217 2,946 916 178 5.5 93 29 2,942 915 2,927 15 128 40 52 16 95 3.0 
TX,.W 4,514 4.143 91.8 222 49 149 3.3 4,304 953 4,300 4 110 24 13 3 87 19 
6TH 5,236 4,714 90.0 408 7.8 114 2.2 4,412 84.3 4,324 88 454 8.7 169 3.2 201 3.8 
KY.E 344 332 96.5 : 26 3 a 298 86 6 298 0 13 3.8 26 76 7 2 
KYW 313 286 91.4 21 67 6 19 86 27.5 76 10 82 26° 95 304 50 16.0 
MIE 1,536 1,497 97.5 35 2.3 4 3 1,302 848 1,282 20 157 10.2 15 10 62 4.0 
MI.W 400 366 915 24 6.0 10 2.5 372 93.0 372 0 3 8 4 1.0 21 53 
OH,N 743 694 93.4 40 5.4 a 1.2 737 99 2 736 1 3 4 0 0 3 4 
OH,S 744 626 84.1 93 12.5 25 34 717 96.4 717 0 10 13 8 11 4 12 
TNE 475 44) 92.8 17 3.6 17 36 447 94.1 440 7 7 15 6 13 15 3.2 
™.M 314 135 43.0 146 46.5 33 10.5 247 78.7 226 21 31 99 9 2.9 27 8.6 
TN.W 367 337 91.8 23 6.3 7 19 206 56.1 177 29 148 40.3 6 16 7 1.9 
7TH 2,668 1,985 74.4 495 18.6 188 7.0 1,979 74.2 1,865 114 325 12.2 44 1.6 320 12.0 
1L.N gas 711 71.5 263 26.4 21 2.1 580 58.3 563 17 210 21.1 0 0 205 20.6 
IL.C 247 194 78.5 33 13.4 20 8.1 230 93.1 200 30 10 4.0 4 16 3 12 
IL.S 276 192 696 66 23.9 18 6.5 212 76.8 178 34 4 1.4 4 14 56 20.3 
INN 336 280 83.3 40 11.9 16 48 313 93.2 295 18 a 27 1 3 13 3.9 
IN.S 315 202 64.1 22 7.0 91 28.9 277 87.9 277 0 6 19 18 5.7 14 44 
WILE 335 285 85.1 40 11.9 10 30 225 67.2 212 13 79 236 14 42 17 5.1 
WI.W 164 121 738 31 18.9 12 7.3 142 86.6 140 2 7 43 3 18 12 73 
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Tabie H-2. (Continued) 


Circuit and District 


8TH 
ARE 
AR,W 
1A,N 
IAS 
MN 
MOE 
MO,W 
NE 
NO 
SD 


9TH 


Cases 
Activated 


3,762 
38) 
141 
220 
225 
568 
718 
460 
365 
202 
482 


16,179 
240 
3,560 
997 
921 
2,475 
4,200 
333 
180 
414 
703 
837 
269 
810 
210 
30 


interviewed 
Total Pet, 
3,343 68.9 
336 88.2 
114 80 9 
176 80.0 
148 658 
509 89 6 
705 98.2 
442 96.1 
307 84 1 
169 83.7 
437 90.7 
7,259 44.9 
169 70.4 
1,442 40.5 
468 469 
380 413 
2,050 82.8 
526 12.5 
252 75.7 
114 63.3 
345 83.3 
519 73.8 
324 38.7 
206 766 
285 35.2 
165 786 
14 46.7 


interview Status 


Not 
interviewed’ 
Total Pct. 

305 6.1 
38 10.0 
24 17.0 
40 18.2 
75 33.3 
34 60 

4 11 

1 24 

18 49 

26 129 

31 64 
3,839 23.7 
47 196 
1,976 555 

490 491 

336 36.5 

208 84 

131 31 
64 19.2 
39 217 
66 159 
61 87 
17 2.0 
43 16.0 

320 39.5 
29 13.8 
12 400 


Refused 
Interview 
Total Pet, 
114 3.0 

7 18 

3 21 

4 18 

2 9 
25 44 
5 7 

7 15 
40 110 
? 35 
14 29 
5,081 31.4 
24 «©1100 
142 40 
39 19 
205 223 
217 88 
3543 844 
17 5.1 
27 = 15.0 
3 7 
123 175 
496 593 
20 74 
205 253 
16 76 
4 133 


Prebail Reports 


With 
Pct. Recom. 


90.0 3,351 
91.3 344 
80.1 107 
80.0 166 
68 0 153 
92.4 522 
98 9 709 
97.4 445 
827 299 
83.2 146 
92 1 440 
88.7 11,760 
97 1 229 
959 1,357 
64.6 428 
98 6 908 
98.0 2,426 
785 3,259 
98 2 254 
950 171 
88 4 362 
940 661 
98 0 820 
53.2 70 
98.1 669 
68.1 140 
20.0 6 


140 


Without 
Recom. 


Type of Report 


Postbail 
Reports 
Total Pct, 
56 1.5 

4 21 

H 5,7 
13 59 
4 18 
11 19 
1 1 

2 4 

5 14 

1 5 

; 6 
1,404 8.7 
/ 4 
45 13 
326 32.7 
6 7 

6 2 
871 207 
0 0 
39 

5 1.2 
22 3.1 
4 11 
76 28.3 
10 12 
20 95 
0 0 


Other 
Reports 
Total Pct, 
120 3.2 
0 26 
10 71 
12 5.5 
0 Q 
16 28 
2 3 
7 15 
47 129 
4 20 
12 25 
135 8 
©) 18) 
44 12 
19 19 
1 1 
2 1 
16 4 
2 6 
0 0 
29 7.0 
11 16 
3 4 
3 11 
1 1 
4 19 
0 0 


No Reports 
Made 

Total Pet. 
199 5.3 
1 39 
10 71 
19 86 
68 302 
16 28 
5 7 

3 ? 
i. 30 
29 144 
23 48 
287 1.8 
6 25 
57 16 
8 8 

6 7 
4) 17 
17 4 
4 12 

2 11 
14 34 
9 13 

5 6 
47 17.5 
4 5 
43 205 
24 80 0 


Table H-2. (Continued) 
interview Status Type of Report 
Not Refused Postbail Other No Reports 
Interviewed | Interviewed’ interview Prebail Reports Reports Reports Made 
Cases With Without 

Circuit and District| Activated Total | Pet. | Total Pet. Total Pet. | Total Pet. | Recom. | Recom. | Total Pct. Total | Pet. Total Pet. 

10TH 4,214 2,993 71.0 971 23.0 250 5.9 3,209 76.2 2,530 679 661 16.7 140 3.3 204 4.6 
co 612 543 887 43 70 6 42 558 912 556 2 47 77 § 8 2 3 
KS 587 547, 93.2 34 58 6 1.0 488 83.1 487 ! 1 2 18 31 80 136 
NM 1,340 842 = 62. 8 426 318 72 5.4 800 597 436 364 488 36.4 25 19 27 20 
OK,N ant 262 = B42 41 13.2 8 26 294 94 5 293 1 13 42 4 13 0 0 
OK.E 138 105s 76.1 23 16.7 10 72 116 84.1 114 2 1 7 14 19 138 
OK,W 649 205 §=— 316 323 498 121 186 553 852 246 307 3 § 71. 10.9 22 34 
UT 418 389 93.1 25 60 4 10 298 713 297 ' 78 187 4 22 33 79 
wy 159 100 62.9 56 35.2 3 19 102 642 101 1 30 189 6 38 21 132 

11TH 7,683 6,941 90.3 442 5.8 300 3.9 7,163 93.1 7,059 94 180 2.3 97 1.3 253 3.3 
AL.N 377 347: 92.0 24 64 6 16 347 920 346 1 2 § 3 8 25 66 
AL.M 232 227 «978 4 17 1 4 220 94.8 219 4 17 2 9 6 2.6 
ALS 485 451 93.0 29 6.0 6 10 472 973 472 0 § 10 0 0 8 16 
FL.N §23 426 86815 81 155 16 31 479 916 457 22 14 27 3 6 27 52 
FL.M 1,783 1599 897 84 47 100 §6 1,711 960 1,692 19 44 2.5 3 2 25 14 
FL.S 2,444 2,281 93.3 99 41 64 26 2,291 937 2,257 34 74 30 64 26 15 6 
GA.N 919 754 = «82:0 69 75 9% 104 792 86 2 781 11 22 24 12 13 93 101 
GA,M 582 552 (94.8 20 34 10 17 536 921 §34 2 1 19 4 15 26 45 
GA,.S 338 304 89.9 32 95 2 6 305 90 2 301 4 4 12 1 3 28 83 
NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


* INCLUDES DEFENDANTS NOT AVAILABLE FOR INTERVIEW AND TRANSFER RECEIVED CASES IN WHICH DEFENDANTS WERE INTERVIEWED IN OTHER DISTRICTS 
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Table H-3. 


U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Recommendations 


Made at Initial Hearings for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Circuit and District 


ME 
MA 
NH 
Rl 

PR 


CT 
NY.N 
NYE 
NYS 
NY. W 
vT 


DE 
NJ 
PAE 
PAM 
PAW 
Vi 


MD 

NCE 
NC.M 
NC .W 
SC 

VAE 
VA.W 
WV,.N 
WV.S 


TOTAL 


1ST 


2ND 


3RD 


4TH 


Cases 
Activated 


2,021 
165 
693 
181 
144 
838 


5,697 
361 
547 

2,121 
224 
508 
146 


3,443 
179 
1,236 
1,049 
368 
382 
229 


7,013 
799 
908 
347 
713 

1.119 

1,735 
597 
212 
583 


Type of PSO Recommendation Made’ 


PSO 
Recommended Detention Financial 
Total Pet. Total Pet, Total Pet. 
61,052 68.1 31,071 50.9 10,233 16.6 
1,939 95.9 1,156 59.6 330 17.0 
164 99 4 75 457 46 280 
675 97 4 437 647 1 16 
175 96 7 79 45) 3 17 
143 99.3 98 68 5 22 154 
782 93.3 467 §9 7 248 317 
5,585 947 2,394 42.9 1,447 25.9 
326 90 3 116 356 36 110 
526 98 0 276 §2 5 114 217 
2,002 944 971 485 730 46 5 
2,099 94 4 854 407 462 220 
488 96 1 116 238 79 16 2 
144 98 6 61 424 26 181 
3,089 89.7 1,365 442 445 14.4 
178 99 4 94 §28 42 236 
1,169 94 6 527 451 186 159 
974 92.9 401 412 96 99 
335 910 137 409 60 179 
285 746 92 32.3 29 102 
148 64 6 114 770 32 216 
5,593 79.8 2,145 38.4 577 10.3 
745 93.2 316 424 56 75 
885 97 5 246 278 21 24 
320 22 172 538 66 20 6 
386 54 1 233 604 28 73 
978 87 4 291 298 209 214 
1,376 793 435 316 47 34 
545 913 254 46 6 145 26 6 
32 151 23 719 4 12.5 
326 559 175 §37 1 3 


Nonfinancial 
Total Pet. 
19,748 32.3 
453 23.4 
43 262 
227 33.6 
93 431 
23 161 
6/ 86 
1,744 31.2 
174 594 
146 259 
401 150 
783 37.3 
293 60 0 
57 39 6 
1,279 41.4 
42 236 
456 39 0 
477 490 
138 412 
164 575 
2 14 
2,871 51.3 
373 50 1 
618 698 
82 256 
125 32.4 
478 489 
894 650 
146 268 

5 156 
150 460 


AUSA 
Recommended 
Total Pct. 

62,624 90.4 
1,038 95.9 
162 98 2 
690 99 6 
176 97 2 
143 99 4 
767 915 
5,698 96.6 
iv y4 7 
510 95 0 
2,030 94 7 
2.178 979 
495 97 4 
143 979 
3,332 96.8 
178 99 4 
1,196 96 4 
1,037 98 9 
438 918 
961 94 5 
222 96 9 
5,989 65.4 
762 954 
814 896 
327 94 2 
648 909 
985 88 0 
1,468 84 6 
563 943 
91 429 
931 56 8 
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Type of AUSA Recommendation Made** 


Detention 
Total Pct. 
34,753 55.5 
1,291 66.6 
4 519 
456 66 1 
85 484 
103 720 
563 744 
2,964 52.0 
14/7 54 | 
ua 576 

1 180 58) 
1107 50 #8 
Wa <bo9 
64 441 
1,657 49.7 
YH 55 1 
562 470 
540 521 
136 40 2 
144 399 
177 797 
2,828 47.2 
402 528 
305 37 5 
207 633 
301 46 5 
340 345 
727 49 5 
336 59 7 
44 484 
166 50 2 


Financial 
Total Pct, 
10,505 16.6 
238 12.3 
iH 235 
16 23 

é 11 
16 lie 
lot 216 
1,050 16.4 
17 50 
He 16 1 
550 271 
290 W434 
86 174 
25 175 
429 12.9 
42 236 
191 160 
69 67 
50 148 
4° 125 
32 144 
605 10.1 
71 93 
24 29 
45 13.8 
58 90 
191 194 
88 6 0 
107 190 
18 198 
3 y 


Nonfinancial 
Total Pet. 
17,366 27.7 
409 21.1 
40 247 
218 416 
ag 506 
24 168 
i# 50 
1,684 29.6 
14H 404 
144 264 
400 148 
784 459 
276 S54 
55 98 5 
1,246 37.4 
48 213 
443 370 
428 413 
152 450 
172 476 
13 5y 
2,556 42.7 
289 379 
485 596 
75 229 
289 446 
454 46 1 
653 445 
120 213 
29 319 
162 489 


Table H-3. (Continued) 


ty e of PSO Recommendation Made’ Type of AUSA Recommendation Made** 
PSO Non- AUSA 
Recommended Detention Financial financial Recommended | Detention Financial | Nonfinancia! 
Cases 

Circuit and District} Activated Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. Total | Pet. Total Pct. Total; Pct. | Total Pct. 
5TH 11,167 10,8628 97.0 6,608 61.0 2,369 21.9 1,651 7.1 8,697 77.9 6,050 69.6 1,386 15.9 1,261 14.5 

LAE 489 486 99.4 218 44.9 95 19.5 173-356 485 99.2 260 536 50 103 175 36.1 
LA.M 120 119 992 40 33.6 12 10.1 67 66.3 119 99.2 45 378 10 8.4 64 538 
LA,W 329 302 91.8 123 40.7 15 5.0 164 54.3 282 85.7 141 50.0 7 2.5 134 47.5 
MS,N 165 155 93.9 47 30.3 64 413 44 28.4 144 87.3 51 35.4 61 424 32. 22.2 
MS,S 354 335 94.6 161 48.1 44 13.1 130 388 324 91.5 159 849.1 46 142 119 367 
TX,N 1,304 1,258 96.5 622 49.4 201 16.0 435 34.6 1,030 79.0 680 66.0 76 74 274 26.6 
TXE 675 616 91.3 318 51.6 31 5.0 267. «43.3 615 91.1 399 649 23 3.7 193 314 
TX,S 3,217 3,143 97.7 2,101 66.8 710 22.6 332 10.6 2,340 72.7 1668 713 499 213 173 7.4 
TX,W 4,514 4,414 97.8 2,978 67.5 1,197 27.1 239 5.4 3,358 74.4 2.647 788 614 183 97 29 
6TH 5,236 4,717 90.1 1,709 36.2 420 8.9 2,588 54.9 4,809 91.8 1,974 41.0 392 8.2 2,443 50.8 

KY.E 344 323 93.9 125 38.7 75 23.2 123 38.1 309 89.8 141 456 68 220 100 32.4 
KYW 313 147 47.0 86 58.5 5 3.4 56 381 286 914 132 §=— 46.2 7 24 147, «81.4 
MIE 1,536 1,391 90.6 404 29.0 8 6 979 70.4 1,515 98.6 471 31.1 8 5 1036 68.4 
MI,W 400 380 95.0 116 30.5 10 2.6 254 66.8 374 93.5 151 40.4 10 27 213. «570 
OH,N 743 739 99.5 286 38.7 58 7.8 395 53.5 735 98.9 300 = 408 62 8.4 373. «50.7 
OH,S 744 728 97.8 198 27.2 82 11.3 448 615 458 61.6 204s 44.5 64 140 190 415 
TNE 475 461 97.1 221 47.9 70 15.2 170 369 466 98.1 244s 52.4 48 103 174 =. 337.3 
TN.M 314 245 78.0 129 52.7 26 10.6 90 36.7 302 96.2 171 56.6 24 79 107. 35.4 
T™N.W 367 303 82.6 144 475 86 28.4 73 241 364 99 2 160 440 101 27.7 103 28.3 
7TH 2,668 2,139 80.2 1,011 47.3 218 10.2 910 42.5 2,559 95.9 1,398 54.6 170 6.6 991 38.7 

IL,N 995 626 62.9 202 32.3 100 16.0 324 51.8 967 97.2 434 449 88 91 445 46.0 
ILC 247 215 87.0 102 47.4 10 4.7 103 47.9 234 94.7 136 6=— 58.1 7 3.0 91 38.9 
ILS 276 246 89.1 153 62.2 47 19.1 46 18.7 254 92.0 189-744 30 118 35 138 
IN.N 336 314 93.5 153 48.7 17 5.4 144 459 318 94.6 186 §=6. 58.5 8 2.5 124 390 
IN.S 315 299 94.9 164 548 4 1.3 131 43.8 306 97.1 166 542 5 16 1395 441 
WIE 335 292 87.2 158 54.1 34 11.6 100 334.2 325 97.0 191 58.8 29 89 105 = 32.3 
Wi,W 164 147 89.6 79 53.7 6 41 62 422 155 945 9 619 3 19 56 361 
8TH 3,762 3,511 93.3 1,530 43.6 343 9.8 1,638 46.7 3,396 90.3 1,774 52.2 318 9.4 1,304 38.4 

ARE 381 346 90.8 102 29.5 7 2.0 237 s« 68.5 354 92.9 104 294 7 2.0 243s «68 6 
AR.W 141 123 87.2 59 48.0 29 23.6 35 285 116 82.3 60 517 28 41 284. 
1A,N 220 199 90.5 118 59.3 4 2.0 77 = - 38.7 200 90.9 131 65.5 4 2.0 65 32.5 
IA,S 225 157 69.8 95 60.5 4 2.5 58 369 184 81.8 124 = 67.4 a8 43 52-283 
MN 568 566 996 274 484 5 4 287 50.7 566 99 6 316 ©6558 3 5 247, 43.6 
MO.E 718 712 99.2 266 37.4 236 33.1 210 295 690 96.1 317 45.9 225 326 148 = 21.4 
MO,.W 460 419 91.1 117 27.9 6 1.4 296 706 291 63.3 157 540 4 14 130 447 
NE 365 345 94.5 216 62.6 7) 26 120 348 349 956 236 «=s-« 67 6 4 26 104-298 
ND 202 179 88 6 75 41.9 6 3.4 98 547 186 92.1 89 478 3 16 94 505 
SD 482 465 96.5 208 44.7 37 8.0 220 473 460 95 4 240 3= 82.2 27 59 193 420 
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Table H-3. (Continued) 
—— oeaeeedenen aetna - . 
Ea Type of PSO Recommendation Made” —— 
PSO Non- AUSA 
Recommended Detention Financial financial Recommended 
Cases 
Circuit and District | Activated Total Pet. Total Pet. Total Pet. | Total Pct. Total | Pet. | Total 

9TH 16,179 12,833 79.3 8,063 62.8 1,975 15.4 2,795 21.8 15,059 93.1 
AK 240 209 87.1 98 469 31 148 80 38.3 212 88.3 
Ad 3,560 1,466 41.2 921 62.8 87 5.9 458 312 3,021 849 
CA,N 997 757 75.9 393 51.9 190 25.1 174 23.0 937 940 
CAE 921 911 98.9 727 79.8 99 10.9 85 93 920 99.9 
CA,C 2,475 2,354 95.1 1,419 60.3 508 21.6 427 18.1 2,364 95.5 
CA,S 4,200 3,695 88.0 2,505 67.8 922 25.0 268 7.3 4,029 959 
HI 333 323 97.0 188 58.2 21 6.5 114 35.3 325 976 
1D 180 180 100.0 89 494 6 33 85 472 180 100 0 
MT 414 374 90.3 137 36 6 3 8 234 62.6 378 913 
NV 703 676 96.2 363 53.7 25 3.7 288 426 685 97.4 
OR 837 830 99.2 608 73.3 1 1 221 266 831 993 
WA,E 269 226 840 163 72.1 26 11.5 37 16.4 253 941 
WA,W 810 650 80 2 334 51.4 42 6.5 274 42.2 705 870 
GUAM 210 176 83.8 113 64.2 14 80 49 278 192 914 
NMI 30 6 20.0 5 833 0 0 1 16.7 27 90 0 

10TH 4,214 3,562 84.5 1,974 55.4 544 15.3 1,044 29.3 3,744 68.8 
co 612 562 91.8 318 566 44 78 200 35.6 603 98 5 
KS 587 510 86.9 222 43.5 39 7.6 249 48.8 545 928 
NM 1,340 1,307 97.5 793 60.7 297 22.7 217 16.6 1,302 97 2 
OK,N 311 297 95.5 142 47.8 108 36.4 47 15.8 304 97.7 
OK,E 138 120 87.0 54 450 3 2.5 63 52.5 103 746 
OK,W 649 313 48.2 160 51.1 25 80 128 409 357 55.0 
UT 418 332 79.4 214 64.5 21 6.3 97 29.2 400 957 
wy 159 121 76.1 71 58.7 7 58 43 35.5 130 818 

11TH 7,683 7,256 94.4 3,116 42.9 1,565 21.6 2,575 35.5 7,403 96.4 
AL.N 377 327 86.7 78 23.9 39 119 210 642 311 825 
AL.M 232 223 96.1 52 23.3 12 5.4 159 71.3 222 95.7 
AL,S 485 480 99.0 207 43.1 14 29 259 54.0 480 990 
FL.N 523 465 88.9 281 60.4 34 73 150 32.3 501 958 
FL.M 1,783 1,742 97.7 756 43.4 229 13.1 757 43.5 1,767 99.1 
FL.S 2,444 2,287 93.6 1,124 49.1 737 32.2 426 186 2,359 96 5 
GA,N 919 857 93.3 391 456 178 20.8 288 33.6 902 98 2 
GA,M 582 558 95.9 125 22.4 172 30.8 261 468 553 950 
GA,S 338 317 93.8 102 32.2 150 473 65 20.5 308 91.1 


Type of AUSA Recommendation Made** 


Detention 


| Pet. 


56.1 
481 
83.4 
64 6 
87.3 
66.1 
152 
68.9 
52.8 
38.9 
60.3 


* B19 


779 
495 
63.0 
55.6 


59.4 
66.0 
429 
62.0 
490 
67.0 
60.8 
68 8 
577 


56.0 
305 
32.0 
679 
66 3 
613 
655 
511 
23.1 
33.4 


Financial 
Total| Pet. 
4,094 27.2 
33 s«156 
92 30 
171 182 
48 52 
400 169 
3,200 794 
15 46 
5 28 
3 8 
27 39 
1 1 
23 91 
64 91 
9 47 
3 11:1 
490 13.1 
23 38 
40 73 
264 203 
107 352 
0 0 
32 90 
18 45 
6 46 
1,333 18.0 
45 145 
s) 41 
10 21 
36 7.2 
190 108 
545 231 
163 181 
191 34.5 
144 468 


Nonfinancial 

Total Pet. - 
2,516 16.7 
77 36.3 
409 13.5 
161 17.2 
69 75 
401 17.0 
215 53 
86 26.5 
80 444 
228 603 
245 35.8 
149 17.9 
33 13.0 
292 414 
62 323 
c) 333 
1,030 27.5 
182 30 2 
271 497 
231 17.7 
48 158 
34 33.0 
108 303 
107 268 
49 37.7 
1,926 26.0 
171 550 
142 640 
144 30.0 
133 265 
493 279 
270 11.4 
278 30.8 
234 423 
61 19.8 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
* PSO = PRETRIAL SERVICES OFFICER 
** AUSA = ASSISTANT US. ATTORNEY 
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Table H-4. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Release and Detention Status at Initial Hearings 


for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


7 


+ 


r 


— pe ——_—__ 


Held in 


Temporary Detention 


Detained/Pending 
Detention Hearing 


Total | Percent a 


Detained/Unabie to Meet 
Released* Release Conditions 
Cases L einen 
Circuit and District Activated Total | Percent | Total | Percent 

TOTAL 69,283 25,343 36.6 5,800 8.4 

iST 2,021 661 32.7 36 1.8 

ME 165 66 40.0 5 3.0 
MA 693 239 34.5 0 0 
NH 181 95 52.5 0 0 
Rl 144 35 243 6 42 
PR 838 226 27.0 25 30 
2ND 5,897 2,621 44.4 128 2.2 

CT 361 163 452 1 3 
NY.N 537 191 35.6 9 17 
NYE 2,121 817 38 5 0 0 
NYS 2,224 1,046 47.0 65 29 
NY,W 508 318 62.6 53 104 
VT 146 86 58.9 0 0 
3RD 3,443 1,612 46.8 70 2.0 

DE 179 80 447 4 22 
NJ 1,236 588 476 53 43 
PA.E 1,049 461 43.9 0 0 
PA.M 368 223 60.6 3 8 
PA.W 382 224 58.6 4 1.0 
vi 229 36 15.7 6 2.6 
4TH 7,013 3,528 50.3 221 3.2 

MD 799 335 419 3 4 
NCE 908 579 63.8 3 3 
NC.M 347 100 288 2 6 
NCW 713 338 47.4 1 1 
sc 1,119 535 478 169 15.1 
VALE 1,735 894 51.5 11 6 
VA.W 597 204 34.2 32 54 
WV.N 212 139 65.6 0 0 
WV.S 583 404 69 3 0 0 


1,305 


ow w-co w 


1.9 


oomo-00C0 Ow 


+ 


@ 
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32,659 47.1 
1,026 50.8 
73 442 
370 534 
86 475 
103 71.5 
394 470 
3,001 50.9 
175 485 
336 62 6 
1,281 60.4 
1,046 470 
122 240 
41 28 1 
1,633 47.4 
76 425 
552 447 
582 55.5 
91 247 
152 39.8 
180 786 
2,581 36.8 
435 544 
276 30.4 
202 58 2 
302 424 
227 203 
726 418 
238 399 
32 15.1 
143 245 


Total . if Percent 


=~ 


a 


Detained/No Release 
Conditions Set 


6.0 


11.2 
101 
167 


124 
193 


Total | . Percent 
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Table H-4. (Continued) 


oo 


Percent 


Detained/UnabletoMeet | Held in Detained/Pending 
Release" Release Conditions Temporary Detention | Detention Hearing 
Cases —y T 4 +—__ we 
Circuit and District Activated Total | Percent Total | Percent | Total | Percent | __ Total 

5TH 11,167 2,977 26.7 1,692 15.2 752 6.7 5,156 46.2 
LA.E 489 182 37.2 25 5.1 0 0 282 57.7 
LA.M 120 71 59.2 4 3.3 0 0 42 35.0 
LAW 329 180 547 0 0 4 1.2 135 410 
MS.N 165 93 56.4 12 7.3 0 0 36 218 
MSS 354 162 458 8 2.3 1 3 134 37.9 
TX.N 1,304 476 36.5 58 44 114 87 422 32.4 
TX.E 675 242 35.9 2 3 0 0 427 63.3 
TX.S 3,217 671 20.9 664 20.6 271 84 1,476 459 
TX.W 4,514 900 199 919 204 362 8.0 2.202 488 
6TH 5,236 3,033 57.9 54 1.0 17 3 1,747 33.4 
KY.E 344 191 55 5 2 6 1 3 114 33.1 
KYW 313 181 57.8 0 0 1 3 126 403 
MIE 1,536 1,019 66.3 0 0 2 1 390 254 
MI.W 400 240 60.0 6 15 ¢) 0 135 33.8 
OH,.N 743 401 54.0 21 2.8 0 0 269 36 2 

OH,S 744 493 66 3 9 1.2 0 0 209 28 

TNE 475 215 453 3 8 9 19 43 30 
™N.M 314 133 424 0 ) 3 10 170 541 

™NW 367 160 436 12 3.3 1 3 191 S2 
7TH 2,668 1,157 43.4 13 5 67 2.5 1,102 41.3 
IL.N 995 511 51.4 3 3 2 2 354 35.6 
IL.C 247 102 413 0 0 0 0 135 547 
IL.S 276 75 27.2 6 22 0 0 146 529 
INN 336 144 429 2 6 0 0 153 455 
INS 315 139 441 0 0 0 0 121 38 4 
WIE 335 129 38.5 2 6 65 194 89 26 6 
WI.W 164 57 34.8 0 0 0 0 104 634 
8TH 3,762 1,639 43.6 77 2.0 37 1.0 1,439 38.3 
AR.E 381 247 64.8 2 5 1 3 65 17.1 
AR,W 141 71 50.4 0 0 0 0 14 99 
\A.\N 220 81 36.8 0 0 0 0 114 518 
IAS 225 66 29.3 0 0 0 0 4 ? 

MN 568 248 437 2 4 9 16 289 
MOE 718 295 411 69 96 0 0 237 

MO.W 460 259 563 4 9 ¢) 0 15 2€ 
NE 365 106 290 0 0 0 0 159 436 

ND 202 101 50.0 ¢) 0 1 5 85 42 
SD 482 165 34.2 0 0 26 54 212 440 


4 


Detained/No Release 
Conditions Set 


- Say HO - 


nwo WwW 
own N 


w 


Percent 


Table H-4. (Continued) 
a — , 
Detained/Unabie to Meet Held in Detained/Pending Detained/No Release 
aoe Released® Release Conditions Temporary Detention Detention Hearing Conditions Set 
neo | ~ : ; 
Circuit and District L Activated © esd Total | Percent Total 2 Percent Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent 

OTH 16,179 3,641 22.5 2,919 18.0 161 1.0 9,114 56.3 344 2.1 
AK 240 116 463 1 4 1 4 108 450 14 58 
AZ 3,560 336 9.4 3 1 3 1 3,127 878 91 26 
CA,N 997 304 30.5 2 2 2 2 636 63.8 53 53 
CALE 921 107 11.6 3 3 0 0 811 88.1 0 0 
CAC 2,475 834 33.7 26 11 0 0 1,609 65.0 6 2 
CA.S 4,200 543 12.9 2,877 68 5 191 36 543 12.9 86 20 
HI 333 95 28.5 1 3 0 0 232 69.7 5 15 
ID 180 87 483 0 0 0 0 93 51.7 0 0 
MT 414 242 58 5 0 0 0 0 131 316 4) 99 
NV 703 292 41.5 0 0 0 0 409 58 2 2 3 
OR 837 124 14.8 0 0 1 1 712 85 1 0 0 
WA.E 269 44 16.4 4 1.5 1 4 219 81.4 1 4 
WwA,W 810 419 51.7 0 0 0 0 391 483 0 0 
GUAM 210 85 405 1 5 2 10 84 400 38 18.1 

© NMI 30 13 43.3 1 33 0 0 i) 30.0 7 233 

10TH 4,214 1,723 40.9 15 4 4 1 2,228 52.9 244 5.8 
co 612 197 32.2 2 3 0 0 408 667 5 8 
KS 587 337 574 1 2 3 5 227 38.7 19 32 
NM 1,340 352 263 2 1 1 1 974 727 11 8 
OK,N 311 164 52.7 0 0 0 0 51 16.4 96 30.9 
OK,E 138 61 442 0 0 0) 0 31 22.5 46 33.3 
OK,W 649 418 644 8 1.2 0 0 213 32.8 '0 1.5 
UT 418 115 27.5 1 2 0 0 257 61.5 45 108 
WY 159 79 497 1 6 0 0 67 42.1 12 75 

11TH 7,683 2,751 35.8 575 7.5 46 6 3,632 47.3 679 8.8 
AL,N 377 243 645 2 5 0 0 96 25.5 36 95 
AL.M 232 142 61.2 0 0 0 74 319 16 69 
AL.S 485 156 32.2 0 0 0 0 242 499 87 179 
FL.N 523 173 33.1 1 2 1 2 325 62.1 23 44 
FL.M 1,783 625 35.1 53 3.0 16 9 833 467 256 144 
FLS 2,444 492 20.1 369 15.1 2 1 1,505 616 76 a. 
GA.N 919 362 39.4 67 73 1 1 419 456 70 76 
GA.M 582 377 64.8 53 9.1 17 29 74 127 61 10.5 
GA.S 338 181 53.6 30 89 9 27 64 18.9 54 16.0 
NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECEIVED 
* INCLUDES CASES DISMISSED 
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Table H-5, 


U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Initial Detention Hearings Held 


for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Ciroult end Oletrict 


TOTAL 


1ST 
ME 
MA 
NH 
Ri 
PR 


2ND 
CT 
NY,N 
NYE 
NY,S 
NY,W 
VT 


3RD 
DE 
NJ 
PAE 
PAM 
PAW 
vi 


4TH 

MD 

NCE 

NC,M 

NC,W 

SC 

VA.E 

VA.W 

WV,N 

WV.S 


Cases 
Activated 


2,021 
165 
693 
161 
144 
838 


5,897 
361 
537 

2,121 

2,224 
508 
146 


3,443 
179 
1,236 
1,049 
368 
382 
229 


7,013 
799 
908 
347 
713 

1,119 

1,735 
597 
212 
583 


Defendants 
With Detention 


Hearin 8 Held _| 


Total — Pot, 
32,551 47.0 
1,023 50.6 
73 442 
370 534 
86 475 
103 71.5 
391 467 
2,997 50.8 
175 485 
336 62.6 
1,281 60.4 
1.045 47.0 
121 23.8 
39 26.7 
1,625 47.2 
75 419 
552 447 
579 55.2 
89 242 
152 39.8 
178 77.7 
2,564 36.6 
434 543 
275 30.3 
197 56.8 
302 42.4 
223 199 
723 41.7 
238 39.9 
32 15.1 
140 24.0 


Made by" 


AUSA™ | Court | Presumptions 


31,116 771 
1,011 8 
69 4 
369 0 
85 1 
102 0 
386 3 
2,872 116 
173 2 
334 0 
1,173 105 
1,039 6 
114 2 
39 0 
1,586 12 
75 0 
536 5 
574 0 
77 1 
150 2 
174 4 
2,392 144 
427 3 
257 3 
194 0 
297 5 
223 0 
618 104 
213 21 
30 2 
133 6 


With 


634 
13 
174 


Detention 

Ordered | 
: Total Pet. 
23,663 73.3 
758 74.1 
47 644 
292 789 
72 837 
97 942 
250 63.9 
2,429 61.0 
134 766 
292 86 9 
1,063 830 
831 79.5 
88 727 
21 53.8 
1,201 73.9 
59 787 
420 761 
404 698 
48 539 
112 737 
158 888 
1,692 73.8 
320 737 
234 851 
134 68 0 
224 742 
132 59 2 
545 754 
188 790 
31 969 
84 60.0 


Flight 
Total Pet, 
9,566 40.2 

163 24.1 
7 149 
71 243 
20 278 
22 227 
63 252 
996 41.0 
58 433 
268 918 
452 425 
172 20.7 
39 443 
7 333 
300 25.0 
4 68 
88 210 
37 92 
4 83 
18 16.1 
149 943 
236 12.5 
30 94 
21 90 
35 26.1 
16 71 
19 144 
64 11.7 
27 144 
13 419 
11 13.1 


Mig f 


Reasons for Detention Ordered 


Flight and 
Danger 
Total Pet. 
11,635 49.6 
526 69.4 
25 63.2 
221 75.7 
43 697 
67 691 
170 68.0 
1,283 52.8 
59 440 
24 82 
564 531 
585 704 
37 420 
14 66.7 
797 66.4 
43 729 
308 73.3 
343 84.9 
42 87.5 
55 491 
6 3.8 
1,319 69.7 
227 70.9 
195 83.3 
40 299 
189 84 4 
100 758 
382 701 
140 745 
4 12.9 
42 500 


Danger 
to Witness 
Total | Pet, 

69 3 

3 4 
1 21 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
2 4 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
1 a 
0 ) 
0 n 
1 2 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
7 4 
0 0 
1 4 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
8) 0 
0 0 
£ 6 1 
1 12 


Danger to 
Community 
Total Pet. 
2,373 9.9 

46 6.1 
14 §=6.298 
0 0 

9 125 

H 82 
1§ 60 
150 6.2 
17 127 
0 0 
47 44 
74 89 
12 136 
0 0 
103 8.6 
12 203 
24 5.7 
23 57 
2 42 
39-348 
3 19 
330 s«117.4 
63 197 
17 73 
59 440 
19 8.5 
13 98 
99 182 
21 11.2 
9 290 
30 «367 


Table H-5. (Continued) 
T 7 T 
| | Reasons for Detention Ordered 
Defendants 
With Detention Motions Detention Flight and Danger Danger to 
Hearings Held Made by’ Ordered nae Danger to Witness Community 
Cases With 

Circuit and District! Activated | Total Pet, | AUSA** | Court | Presumptions | Total Pet. Total Pet, Total Pet, Total | Pet. Total Pct. 

5TH 11,167 6,141 46.0 4,937 161 1,382 3,553 69.1 1,692 47.6 1,516 427 5 4 340 9.6 
LAE 489 282 677 248 4 181 214 759 17 79 190 88 8 0 0 ? 33 
LA.M 120 4) 44.2 40 1 H 38 927 12 316 14 36 8 0 0 12 316 
LAW 329 13 41.0 133 0 79 117 a6 7 46 308 54 462 3 26 24 = 205 
MS,.N 165 36 218 35 0 25 22 611 2 91 10 455 0 0 10 455 
MS,S 354 134 37.9 133 1 28 93 694 17 18.3 66 710 0 0 10 10.8 
TX.N 1,304 419 92.1 412 7 117 299 14 119 398 147 492 0 0 33 11.0 
TX.€ 675 427 633 403 24 289 333 780 at 93 227 68 2 1 3 74 = 22 2 
T™X.S 3,217 1,465 455 1,356 105 445 776 53.0 246 a7 430 55.4 1 1 99 128 
TX.W 4,514 2,202 488 2,177 19 210 1,661 754 1,212 73.0 378 228 0 0 "1 43 

6TH 5,236 1,733 33.1 1,648 30 626 1,175 67.8 275 23.4 668 56.9 20 1.7 212s («18.0 
KY.E 344 113 42.8 108 3 5 17 68 1 36 468 28 36 4 4 52 9 17 
KYW 313 126 40.3 116 10 46 104 82 5 14 13.5 70 673 0 0 20 19.2 
MIE 1,536 382 24.9 351 4 79 24) 631 89 369 123 510 0 0 29 «120 
MI.W 400 135 33.8 132 1 60 82 607 30 36 6 28 341 0 0 24 = 29.3 
OH.N 743 269 36 2 251 4 120 206 766 23 112 173 84 0 0 0 10 49 
OH.S 744 207 278 206 / 116 152 73.4 16 10.5 11 73.0 0 0 25 164 
TN.E 475 143 30.1 137 1 77 110 76.9 13 118 59 536 5 45 33 «= 300 
TN.M 314 169 53.8 164 2 41 82 485 20 244 38 46 3 0 0 24 «293 
TN.W 367 189 515 183 4 82 121 64 0 34 28 1 38 314 1 91 380314 

7TH 2,668 1,101 41.3 1,009 30 407 760 69.0 106 13.9 511 67.2 5 7 138 18.2 
IL.N 995 354 35 6 310 2 120 198 559 38 192 136 68.7 1 5 23. «116 
IL.C 247 135 547 118 6 50 101 748 a 89 62 614 0 0 30 297 
IL.S 276 146 529 140 3 71 114 78 1 12 105 73 640 0 0 29 25.4 
INN 336 153 45.5 150 0 58 108 70.6 13 12.0 55 50.9 1 y 39s 36.1 
INS 315 121 38.4 120 1 18 95 785 0 0 88 926 2 21 5 53 
WIE 335 88 263 75 13 24 52 59 1 4 154 39 75.0 0 0 5 96 
Wwi.W 164 104 634 96 5 66 92 88 5 26 28.3 58 630 1 11 7 76 

8TH 3,762 1,427 37.9 1,338 79 450 947 66.4 163 17.2 622 65.7 4 4 158 = 16.7 
ARE 381 65 17.1 62 3 12 20 308 6 300 12 60.0 0 0 2 100 
AR.W 141 13 92 7 6 6 y 692 2 22.2 4 444 0 0 3 333 
1A.N 220 109 495 102 6 58 90 82 6 21 233 43 478 0 0 26 «=. 28 9 
\A.S 225 114 507 109 5 HH 82 719 16 195 27 32.9 0 0 39 «476 
MN 568 289 509 289 0 120 161 557 13 81 130 80.7 ) 0 18 3611.2 
MO.E 718 236 329 233 3 59 197 83 5 H 41 185 939 0 0 4 2.0 
MO,.W 460 150 32.6 145 2 42 113 753 19 168 66 584 0 0 280248 
NE 365 158 433 156 2 43 106 67.1 14 13.2 85 80 2 1 9 6 57 
ND 202 84 416 80 1 6 46 548 34 739 y 196 1 22 2 43 
SD 482 209 434 155 51 16 123 589 30 24.4 61 496 2 16 30 244 


Table H-5. (Continued) 
Reasons for Detention Ordered — 
Defendants 
With Detention Motions Detention Flight and Danger Danger to 
Hearings Held Made by’ Ordered ; i Flight — Danger to Witness Community — 
Cases With 

Circuit and District | Activated | Total Pct. | AUSA** | Court | Presumptions | Total | Pet. Total | Pct. | Total | Pet. | Total | Pct. | Total | Pet. — 

9TH 16,179 9,098 56.2 8,799 104 2,008 7,024 77.2 4,041 57.5 2,643 37.6 16 2 324 4.6 
AK 240 106 44.2 104 2 64 77 72.6 8 10.4 67 870 0 0 2 2.6 
AZ 3,560 3,123 87.7 3,101 13 604 2,620 83.9 2,384 910 193 74 5 2 38 15 
CA,N 997 633 63.5 586 30 12 230 36.3 154 67.0 55 23.9 ,: 8 18 78 
CALE 921 811 88.1 802 1 331 696 85.8 475 68.2 203 29.2 1 1 17 24 
CA,C 2,475 1,608 65.0 1,586 4 472 1,320 82.1 415 31.4 795 60.2 2 2 108 8.2 
CA,S 4,200 541 12.9 461 4 60 245 45.3 174 71.0 66 269 1 4 4 16 
HI 333 232 69.7 230 2 132 167 72.0 36 216 126 75.4 0 0 5 3.0 
ID 180 92 51.1 91 1 33 81 88.0 28 34 6 47 58 0 0 0 6 7.4 
MT 414 129 31.2 104 19 83 92 71.3 20 21.7 55 59.8 2 22 15 163 
NV 703 409 58.2 408 1 70 338 82.6 116 34 3 182 53.8 0 0 40 118 
OR 837 712 85.1 701 6 5 618 86 8 98 15.9 486 78.6 0 0 34 5.5 
WA.E 269 219 81.4 216 2 15 161 73.5 62 38.5 95 59.0 0 0 4 2.5 
WA,W 810 390 48.1 328 7 109 304 77.9 28 92 255 83.9 1 3 20 6.6 
GUAM 210 84 40.0 74 10 18 69 82.1 42 609 16 23.2 1 14 1014.5 
NMI 30 9 30.0 7 2 0 6 66.7 1 16.7 2 33.3 0 0 3 50.0 

10TH 4,214 2,218 52.6 2,101 65 379 1,636 73.8 736 45.0 731 44.7 3 2 166 10.1 
co 612 404 66.0 362 0 72 288 71.3 173 60.1 90 31.3 0 0 25 8.7 
KS 587 227 38.7 226 1 141 165 72.7 7 42 144 873 0 0 14 8.5 
NM 1,340 971 72.5 925 46 68 739 76.1 423 57.2 247 33.4 2 3 67 9.1 
OK,.N 311 48 15.4 48 0 9 20 41.7 5 25.0 8 40.0 0 0 7 350 
OK,E 138 31 22.5 28 3 14 14 45.2 6 429 6 42.9 0 0 2 14.3 
OK,W 649 213 32.8 201 3 20 159 746 43 27.0 88 55.3 0 0 28 17.6 
UT 418 257 61.5 255 2 10 203 79.0 72 35.5 113 55.7 1 5 17 8.4 
wy 159 67 42.1 56 10 45 48 71.6 7 14.6 35 72.9 U 0 6 125 

11TH 7,683 3,624 47.2 3,423 23 1,003 2,488 68.7 858 34.5 1,219 49.0 5 2 406 16.3 
AL,N 377 96 25.5 96 0 7 13 13.5 6 46.2 7 53.8 0 0 0 0 
ALM 232 73 31.5 72 1 49 49 67.1 8 16.3 18 36.7 0 0 23 «46.9 
AL,S 485 241 49.7 241 0 152 140 58.1 5 3.6 113 80.7 0 0 2215.7 
FL.N 523 325 62.1 320 5 112 289 88.9 40 13.8 189 65.4 1 3 59 20.4 
FL.M 1,783 833 46.7 830 3 235 616 73.9 173 28.1 327 53.1 1 2 115 18.7 
FLS 2,444 1,502 61.5 1,338 3 194 991 66.0 502 50.7 375 37.8 1 1 113, 11.4 
GA,N 919 418 45.5 401 0 191 295 70.6 98 33.2 135 458 1 3 61 207 
GA,M 582 72 12.4 63 9 43 49 68.1 16 32.7 27 55.1 0 0 6 122 
GA,S 338 64 18.9 62 2 20 46 71.9 10 21.7 28 60.9 , 7 15.2 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECEIVED 
* EXCLUDES MOTIONS MADE AND LATER DROPPED 


** AUSA = ASSISTANT U.S ATTORNEY 
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Table H-6. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Conditions Imposed at Initial Hearings 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


— re Sore she Type of Condition Imposed 
EEE a — , . . : 
Personal | | | | Third | Other | No Release 
Cases Recogni- Unsecured Cash | Corporate | | Party § Release § Conditions 
” Circuit and District — i _ Activated = _ zance — i _ Bond : 5 _ Bond | Collateral | Surety Supervision Custody Conds. Set’ 
TOTAL 69,283 7,699 13,991 3,213 1,660 3,201 19,874 645 20,703 39,531 
1ST 2,021 150 322 105 55 16 490 35 524 1,383 
ME 165 15 39 1 1 13 43 4 40 96 
MA 693 92 125 8 6 0) 139 3 193 462 
NH 181 12 80 0 0 2 72 2 74 87 
Rl 144 0 27 10 4 0 41 0 39 103 
PR 838 31 51 86 44 1 195 26 178 635 
2ND 5,897 917 1,182 225 245 115 1,560 16 2,068 3,213 
CT 361 32 117 4 5 6 130 1 130 197 
NY,N 537 101 58 11 14 17 97 0 116 336 
NY,E 2,121 237 362 14 118 68 457 3 609 1,322 
NY,S 2,224 325 529 180 57 4 630 a 950 1,129 
NY,W 508 163 104 16 51 1 168 3 184 163 
VT 146 59 12 0 0 
3RD 3,443 256 1,135 81 
DE 179 19 48 0 
NJ 1,236 120 390 32 
PAE 1,049 9 413 21 
PA.M 368 95 68 12 
PAW 382 8 199 8 
Vi 229 5 17 8 
4TH 7,013 1,307 1,660 52 
MD 799 280 27 
NC.E 908 411 151 
NC.M 347 62 23 11 
NCW 713 0 328 1 
Sc 1,119 12 488 
VA.E 1,735 478 240 3 
VA.W 597 42 124 24 
WV,N 212 8 121 2 


WV.S 583 14 158 1 


LA OIE ITE LT ID NTE SE TAT TID TE BETIS STD EID ESNIPS PSG, ETN Oe NMED IRE SATE OR TIN RIE NT TIT ESN TTD INS TT TRIE SI I ENT Rp EEE RIE IT IE LE EE TE TO EE RE AED ATES LEE 
Table H-6. (Continued) 


Type of Condition imposed 
Personal Third- Other No Release 
Cases Recogni- Unsecured Cash Corporate Party Release Conditions 

Circuit and District Activated zance Bond Bond Collateral Surety Supervision Custody Conds. Set’ 

5TH 11,167 452 1,834 1,965 20 196 2,469 109 2,421 6,695 

LA.E 489 0 171 21 10 2 153 17 198 285 
LA.M 120 61 4 6 0 2 35 1 26 47 
LA.W 329 49 118 3 1 3 100 15 95 150 
MS,N 165 5 65 30 3 2 69 1 54 60 
MS.S 354 3 146 4 1 15 110 1 85 185 
TX.N 1,304 205 142 28 1 60 351 4 373 868 
TX,E 675 71 159 4 1 3 200 18 131 437 
TX,S 3,217 16 412 854 1 20 622 <6 623 1,914 
TX,W 4,514 42 617 1,015 2 89 829 26 836 2,749 
6TH 5,236 589 2,217 130 44 48 2,174 41 2,029 2,208 

KY,E 344 20 160 7 2 3 91 5 117 152 
KYW 313 24 156 0 1 0 119 0 107 132 
MILE 1,536 22 982 4 1 2 843 8 751 525 
MI,W 400 14 218 7 1 2 158 1 155 158 
OH,N 743 7 364 37 6 3 220 7 302 326 
OH,S 744 375 60 15 7 5 274 3 264 282 
TNE 475 30 149 22 17 1 211 10 186 256 
™N.M 314 8 109 6 6 4 93 7 94 181 
™N.W 367 89 19 32 3 28 165 0 53 196 
7TH 2,668 337 735 a4 27 4 707 16 675 1,522 

1L,N 995 11 468 24 17 0 263 6 256 476 
IL.C 247 26 72 0 3 0 82 2 80 146 
iL,S 276 3 64 10 1 2 68 1 65 196 
IN.N 336 22 109 1 0 2 60 3 202 
IN.S 315 117 5 0 1 0 90 0 70 192 
WILE 335 101 16 9 5 0 88 4 99 204 
Wwiew 164 57 1 0 0 0 56 0 55 106 
8TH 3,762 654 781 24 137 31 1,320 47 1,314 2,135 

AR,E 381 239 6 0 0 2 241 2 246 134 
AR .W 141 6 62 0 0 1 39 0 26 72 
1A.N 220 59 18 0 0 8) 69 1 62 143 
1A,S 225 0 64 1 0 1 41 0 56 159 
MN 568 10 230 5 0 0 192 1 184 323 
MO.E 718 17 177 12 135 22 295 1 287 355 
MO,W 460 90 164 5 0 3 256 2 254 198 
NE 365 87 4 1 2 2 65 6 67 269 
ND 202 85 6 0 0 0 53 11 59 111 
SO 482 61 50 0 0 0 69 23 73 371 
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Table H-6. (Continued) 
| Type of Condition impos ee | pbpcnienenmaa 
Personal | | | Third- Other No Release 
Cases Recogni- | Unsecured | Cash | _ Corporate | Party Release Conditions 
Circuit and District Activated | zance | Bond | Bond | Collateral | Surety | Supervision | Custody | Conds. Set’ 
9TH 16,179 1,687 1,597 191 658 1,934 4,611 100 4,823 9.918 
AK 240 23 41 3 0 2 53 2 52 71 
AZ 3,560 208 30 3 9 3 176 23 207 3.306 
CA.N 997 144 123 24 12 3 183 171 689 
CAE 921 65 27 3 14 1 61 12 71 811 
CA.C 2,475 22 531 110 165 ? 459 6 436 1.640 
CA.S 4,200 56 714 15 $51 1g 2.948 5 3,134 867 
Hi 333 5 75 11 2 793 3 83 239 
iD 180 69 14 3 0 ¥ 38 2 37 34 
MT 414 216 2 0 0 1 199 16 175 195 
NV 703 251 12 8 Q 3 1§2 6 190 429 
OR 837 122 2 0 0 0 67 1 70 713 
WA,E 269 32 1 8) 0 6 35 0 32 230 
WAW 810 401 11 4 5 0 102 4 113 397 
GUAM 210 69 7 6 0 1 47 4 40 126 
 S ] NMI 30 4 7 1 0 0 12 7? 12 17 
10TH 4,214 796 806 51 7 16 992 65 1,067 2,538 
co 612 73 111 9 2 4 117 3 111 413 
KS 587 53 262 20 Q 0 140 2 186 252 
NM 1,340 190 152 6 2 3 340 51 349 987 
OK.N 311 24 120 3 0 2 149 4 149 162 
OK.E 138 0 59 1 0 1 27 44 7 
OK.W 649 370 44 6 3 2 96 1 98 224 
UT 418 793 9 6 0 0 78 77 324 
wy 159 7 49 0 0 4 45 2 53 99 
11TH 7,683 554 1,722 345 83 572 2,304 50 2.550 4,407 
AL.N 77 1 226 8 7 0 136 2 113 135 
AL.M 232 3 137 1 0 0 133 1 127 97 
AL.S 485 133 12 3 2 5 147 12 142 330 
FL.N 523 74 85 4 2 $ 123 1 140 353 
FL.M 1,783 100 448 38 44 40 509 11 530 1.113 
FL.S 2.444 8 344 96 9 383 470 1 727 1.604 
GA.N 919 a 303 2 10 105 371 3 368 495 
GAM 582 186 100 119 7 11 214 2 208 159 
GAS 338 45 67 74 2 23 195 17 195 127 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECEIVED 
* INCLUDES DEFENDANTS FOR WHOM TEMPORARY DETENTION WAS IMPOSED AND DEFENDANTS WHOSE CASES WERE CONTINUED UNTIL DETENTION HEARINGS WERE HELD 
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Table H-6A. 

U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Conditions Imposed at Initial Hearings for Defendants Released 

for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Type of Condition imposed 
Personal Third- Other No Release 
Defendants Recogni- Unsecured Cash Corporate Party Release Conditions 

Circuit and District Released’ zance Bond Bond Collateral Surety Supervision Custody Conds. Set’ 
TOTAL 25,343 7,651 13,506 1,414 815 §37 16,701 607 17,224 39,531 
1ST 661 145 321 81 46 3. 455 28 492 1,383 

ME 66 14 38 1 1 10 41 4 a9 96 
MA 239 92 125 8 6 0 139 3 193 462 
NH 95 12 80 0 0 2 72 2 74 87 
Ri 35 0 27 6 2 0 35 0 33 103 
PR 226 27 51 66 37 1 168 19 153 635 
2ND 2,621 915 1,162 187 202 98 1,495 13 2,021 3,213 

CT 163 32 117 4 5 5 129 1 129 197 
NY,N 191 100 58 10 12 1 95 0 114 336 
NY,E 817 237 362 14 117 68 457 3 608 1,322 
NY,S 1,046 325 501 152 51 1 579 6 919 1,129 
NY W 318 162 102 7 17 4 157 3 172 163 
VT 86 59 12 0 0 9 78 0 79 66 
3RD 1,612 255 1,133 58 68 38 932 52 833 1,621 

DE 80 19 48 0 6 4 48 10 50 98 
NJ 588 119 388 17 36 18 361 12 307 605 
PA.E 461 9 413 21 14 2 345 2 311 590 
PA.M 223 95 68 9 4 3 62 6 65 186 
PA,W 224 8 199 6 1 10 82 3 81 154 
Vi 36 5 17 5 7 1 34 19 19 188 
4TH 3,528 1,306 1,652 38 49 57 2,232 104 2,306 3,691 

MD 335 279 27 3 18 1 177 35 231 468 
NCE 579 411 149 5 4 0 232 25 217 336 
NC.M 100 62 23 10 4 1 95 10 79 245 
NCW 338 0 327 1 0 1 280 4 310 383 
Sc 535 12 486 0 4 33 462 10 458 415 
VA.E 894 478 239 2 1 17 546 14 587 987 
VA.W 204 42 122 14 18 1 170 4 159 369 
WV,N 139 8 121 2 0 2 108 1 103 79 
WV,S 404 14 158 1 0 1 162 1 162 409 


Table H-6A. (Continued) 

beer tata ——— — 

Defendants 

Circult and District Released’ 
5TH 2,977 
LA,E 182 
LA.M 71 
LA,W 180 
MS,N 93 
MS,S 162 
TX,N 476 
TXE 242 
TX,S 671 
TX,W 900 
6TH 3,033 
KY,E 191 
KYW 181 
MIE 1,019 
MI,W 240 
OH,N 401 
OH,S 493 
T™N,E 215 
™N.M 133 
T™N.W 160 
7TH 1,157 
IL,N 511 
iL,C 102 
iL,S 75 
IN,N 144 
IN,S 139 
WIE 129 
WwIw : 57 
8TH 1,639 
AR,E 247 
AR,W 71 
1A,N 81 
1A,S 66 
MN 248 
MO,E 295 
MO,W 259 
NE 106 
ND 101 
SD 165 


Personal 


Recogni- Unsecured Cash 
zance Bond Bond 
444 1,604 437 
0 164 7) 
61 4 3 
47 117 3 
4 64 21 

3 144 4 
204 142 18 
70 159 3 
13 410 207 
42 600 169 
586 2,214 95 
20 159 6 
24 156 0 
22 982 4 
14 217 5 

7 364 17 
375 59 10 
29 149 19 
8 109 6 
87 19 28 
336 723 35 
1 457 19 
26 72 0 
3 63 8 
22 109 1 
117 5 0 
101 16 7 
56 1 0 
652 778 20 
237 6 0 
6 62 C 
59 18 0 
0 64 1 
10 228 5 
17 177 9 
90 163 4 
87 4 1 
85 6 0 
61 50 0 


Type of Condition imposed 


Corporate 
Collateral Surety 
10 76 
3 2 
0 1 
1 3 
2 2 
0 10 
1 13 
1 3 
0 9 
2 33 
40 38 
2 3 
1 0 
1 2 
0 0 
6 2 
7 2 
16 1 
6 4 
1 24 
23 0 
14 0 
3 0 
0 0 
0 0 
1 0 
5 0 
0 0 
80 20 
0 2 
0 1 
0 0 
0 1 
0 0 
78 13 
0 1 
2 2 
0 0 
0 0 


Supervision 


2,334 
128 
33 
100 
62 
107 
344 
198 
598 
764 


2,147 
89 
119 
843 
158 
218 
267 
207 
93 
153 


287 
255 


Third- 
Party 


Custody 


40 


— 
ono own-~ @OCO *& 


— 


23 


Other 
Release 


Conds. 


2,298 
173 
24 


248 


1,307 
244 


182 
284 
254 


No Release 
Conditions 
Set’ 


Table H-6A. (Continued) 


Circuit and District 


9TH 


10TH 


OK,N 
OK,E 
OK,W 


11TH 
AL,N 
AL,M 
AL,S 
FL,N 
FL.M 
FL.S 
GA,N 
GA.M 
GA,S 


Defendants 
Released' 


3,641 
116 
336 
304 
107 
834 
543 

95 
87 
242 
292 
124 
44 
419 
85 
13 


1,723 
197 
337 
352 
164 

61 
418 
115 

79 


2,751 
243 
142 
156 
173 
625 
492 
362 
377 
181 


Personal 
Recogni- 
zance 


1,670 
23 
208 
144 


44 


Unsecured 


Bond 


1,223 
4) 
29 

123 


67 


io _ 
— —-oaecocscraecsescrew-=- © 


— 


ov &2-—- 8 oO SS © 


243 


Collateral 


237 


yew Sc SO 


152 


— 
—_ ws 


oo eovccicesec oOo 


on 
a oo coococUcCcml NO Ne 


Co ® 


- oo © 


Type of Condition imposed 


Corporate 
Surety 


_ — 
= 


-_ 
a 


oo—- —- HN oO CO = 


149 


Supervision 


1,977 
53 
176 
182 
59 
448 
333 
78 


Third- 
Party 


Custody 


= 
no —- @ =—- % —- — NW no- - — & 


— 
a 


Other 
Release 


Conds. 


2,075 
52 
207 
167 
69 
427 
403 


No Release 
Conditions 


9,916 
171 
3,306 
689 
811 
1,640 
867 
239 
94 
195 
429 
713 
230 
391 
126 
17 


2,538 
413 
252 
987 
162 

77 
224 
324 

99 


4,407 
135 
91 
330 
353 
1,113 
1,604 
495 
159 
127 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS 


‘EXCLUDES CASES DISMISSED 


“INCLUDES DEFENDANTS FOR WHOM TEMPORARY DETENTION WAS IMPOSED AND DEFENDANTS WHOSE CASES WERE CONTINUED UNTIL DETENTION HEARINGS WERE HELD 


VS 


Table H-7. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Defendants on Supervision 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


q Type of Supervision ] 
Defendants Under Defendants Defendants Under 
Supervision as of Received PTD Removed Supervision as of 
Circuit and District October 1, 1996 for Supervision Supervision ors a Regular Ao, _ Gourtesy | Supervision’ ] From Supervision | | September 30, 1997 
TOTAL 24,327 33,063 30,757 25,815 4,942 2,306 32,060 25,330 
1ST 741 838 801 687 114 37 784 795 
ME 66 65 61 57 4 4 93 38 
MA 315 358 347 278 69 1 338 335 
NH 58 87 83 72 11 4 86 59 
Ri 59 62 61 51 10 1 53 68 
PR 243 266 
2ND 3,096 2,888 
CT 276 222 
© NY,N 189 196 
NY,E 1,246 1,105 
NYS 1,030 1,012 
NY.W 297 253 
VT 58 100 
3RD 1,537 1,846 
DE 18 71 
NJ 735 777 
PAE 497 606 
PA.M 86 118 
PA,W 126 207 
Vi 75 67 
4TH 2,289 3,671 
MD 332 635 
NCE 220 414 
NC,M 164 227 
NC,W 413 420 
SC 446 715 
VA,E 335 724 
VA.W 234 382 
WV,N 52 124 


WV,.S 93 230 


ee 


Table H-7. (Continued) 
Type of Supervision 
Defendants Under Defendants Detendants Under 
Supervision as of Received PTD Removed Supervision as of 
Circuit and District October 1, 1996 for Supervision Supervision Regular Courtesy Supervision’ From Supervision September 30, 1997 

5TH 3,037 4,898 4,620 3,614 806 278 4,917 3,018 
LA.E 158 241 226 208 18 15 194 205 
LA,M 46 66 57 43 14 9 62 50 
LA,W 133 170 161 136 25 9 150 153 
MS,N 55 82 79 75 4 3 86 51 
MS,S 87 200 194 166 28 6 173 114 
TX,N 561 897 841 632 209 56 946 512 
TX,E 227 294 279 229 50 15 346 175 
TX,S 864 1,358 1,338 1,064 274 20 1,411 811 
TX,W 906 1,590 1,445 1,261 184 145 1,549 947 
6TH 2,235 3,154 2,905 2,621 284 249 3,143 2,246 
KY.E 118 138 126 107 19 12 156 100 
KY,W 139 182 173 156 17 9 199 122 
MIE 775 1,191 1,028 967 61 163 1,173 793 
MI,W 137 219 211 194 17 8 226 130 
OH,N 263 351 341 292 49 10 370 244 
OH,S 253 379 378 339 39 1 345 287 
TNE 182 279 277 247 30 2 258 203 
™N.M 114 178 150 126 24 28 160 132 
™.W 254 237 221 193 28 16 256 235 
7TH 848 1,335 1,297 1,068 229 38 1,207 976 
1L,N 359 603 583 453 130 20 456 506 
iL,C 96 134 130 112 18 4 144 86 
IL.S 87 110 110 90 20 0 122 75 
IN,N 91 132 126 100 26 6 114 109 
IN.S 95 132 130 114 16 2 129 98 
WLE 88 145 139 120 19 6 166 67 
Wi.w 32 79 79 79 0 0 76 35 
8TH 1,579 2,252 2,051 1,833 218 201 2,233 1,598 
AR,E 299 359 322 287 35 37 354 304 
AR,.W 103 89 80 53 27 9 140 52 
1A,N 78 92 86 78 8 6 113 57 
1A.S 86 91 80 75 5 11 80 97 
MN 144 309 299 260 39 10 237 216 
MO.E 290 519 429 377 52 90 492 317 
MO.W 354 356 342 310 32 14 455 255 
NE 125 154 146 134 12 8 110 169 
ND 51 93 81 77 4 12 104 40 
SD 49 190 186 182 4 4 148 91 


Table H-7. (Continued) 
imine Se 
Type of Supervision ; | 
Defendants Under Detendants Defendants | Under 
Supervision as of Received PTD Removed Supervision as of 
Circuit and District October 1, 1996 tor Supervision Supervision Regular Courtesy Supervision’ From Supervision | September 30, 1997 

9TH 4,564 5,817 §,529 4,339 1,190 288 5,529 4,852 
AK 80 108 101 95 6 7 103 85 
AZ 578 858 821 673 148 37 798 638 
CA,N 691 624 571 461 110 53 599 716 
CA.E 252 343 337 241 96 6 275 320 
CA,.C 1,263 1,698 1,667 1,126 541 31 1.470 1,491 
CAS 341 507 495 438 57 12 448 400 
rl 130 153 150 135 15 3 157 126 
10 67 112 88 68 20 24 116 63 
MT 177 247 230 225 5 17 293 131 
NV 370 371 335 250 85 36 419 322 
OR 198 278 265 225 40 13 269 207 
WA.E 105 147 143 119 24 4 165 87 
WA,W 252 287 243 200 43 44 352 187 
GUAM 57 77 77 77 0 0 62 72 
a ] NMI 3 7 6 6 0 1 3 7 
10TH 1,136 1,934 1,794 1,539 255 140 1,872 1,198 
co 201 362 360 273 87 2 332 231 
KS 145 255 212 187 25 43 250 150 
NM 344 595 587 528 59 8 577 362 
OK,N 119 165 157 146 11 8 193 91 
OK,E 32 95 84 62 22 11 72 55 
OK .W 130 235 175 145 30 60 204 161 
UT 126 169 163 144 19 6 176 119 
WY 39 58 56 54 2 2 68 29 
11TH 3,265 4,230 4,024 3,281 743 206 4,309 3,186 
AL,.N 247 327 241 211 30 86 365 209 
AL.M 106 174 168 154 14 6 147 133 
AL.S 126 229 216 199 17 13 231 124 
FL.N 101 193 184 147 37 9 183 111 
FL.M 659 1,016 969 772 197 47 951 724 
FL.S 1,254 1,131 1,123 871 252 8 1.314 1,071 
GA,.N 494 729 712 548 164 17 702 521 
GA,M 147 209 201 184 17 8 184 172 
GAS 131 222 210 195 15 12 232 121 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
* PTO = PRETRIAL DIVERSION INCLUDES PRETRIAL SERVICES CASES THAT WERE LATER CONVERTED TO DIVERSION CASES AND COURTESY SUPERVISION OF DIVERSION CASES 
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Table H-8. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Defendants With Special Conditions 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Specia! Condition Type 
Cases With | + ) . aalnetemniaaiaianaiats ——E m - 
| SpeciaiConditions = Total § Substance #§ Substance Substance 
| Cases "7 Special §§ Abuse Abuse Abuse Testing House Electronic Mental 
Circuit and District | Activated” Cases = Percent | Conditions | Testing | Treatment | andTreatment Sheiter Arrest | Monitoring Health | Other — 
TOTAL 74,253 27,785 37.4 49,001 10,744 1,003 4,789 985 2,250 2.497 1,107 25,626 
1ST 2.136 700 32.8 1,249 275 21 154 4 55 74 48 618 
ME 170 52 30.6 109 25 5 9 3 6 8 6 47 
MA 762 294 38.6 515 126 5 25 0 31 26 I 233 
NH 192 102 53.1 198 21 8 45 ) 3 18 101 
Ri 154 36 234 54 23 0 10 Q 7 9 
PR 858 216 252 373 80 3 65 1 12 30 14 168 
2ND 6,306 2,517 39.9 3,807 316 106 429 11 149 226 108 2,462 
CT 392 174 444 249 27 5 17 2 17 5 5 171 
2) NY.N 558 192 34 4 326 16 12 10 0 ’ 2 4 "36 
NY.E 2.295 891 38.8 1,177 63 62 36 2 47 30 27 @S0 
NYS 2,374 934 39.3 1,382 173 1§ 73 2 69 73 <3 936 
NY W 531 218 41.1 468 16 4 150 3 8 48 26 213 
VT 156 108 69.2 205 15 8 48 2 7 2 17 106 
3RD 3,670 1,368 37.3 2,326 226 42 298 6 237 246 1,192 
DE 186 71 38.2 145 26 5 18 0 14 5 10 67 
NJ 1.359 519 38.2 917 7 3 209 0 105 112 34 44° 
PAE 1.104 526 476 872 116 2 493 0 38 81 24 502 
PAM 384 93 242 170 31 19 19 0 2 7 7 85 
PAW 405 125 30.9 159 28 6 2 6 11 33 4 69 
Vi 232 34 147 63 18 1 1 0 7 8 0 28 
4TH 7,490 3,472 46.4 §,840 1.866 77 666 43 416 388 174 3,210 
MD 359 470 490 303 235 11 61 33 47 76 23 417 
NCE 972 328 33.7 599 131 3 53 5 30 23 8 324 
\ NC.M 391 181 463 342 119 1 10 24 13 3 TRE 
‘ NC W 763 411 53.9 848 384 3 6 35 3§ 373 
SC 1.182 686 58 0 501 435 10 122 3 7 112 3g 673 
VALE 1,786 753 422 1 356 169 20 313 1 58 70 62 663 
VA.W 619 310 50.1 626 206 4 32 0 81 22 6 275 
WYN 223 115 516 214 45 18 32 0 6 0 109 
wVv.S 595 218 36 6 445 142 1 31 0 30 25 6 210 


a 


Table H-8. (Continued) 
Cases With a AA A 
Special Conditions Total Substance Substance Substance 
Cases Special Abuse Abuse Abuse Testing House Electronic | Mental 

Circuit and District Activated’ Cases Percent ) Conditions Testing Treatment and Treatment | Shelter Arrest Monitoring; Health Other 
5TH 11,076 4,202 35.1 7,665 2,129 156 539 162 301 320 119 3,969 
LA,E 507 166 32.7 249 4 1 126 17 6 25 25 45 
LA.M 134 28 20.9 37 13 0 0 0 1 1 1 21 
LA.W 355 137 38.6 217 36 6 24 0 6 10 7 128 
MS,N 169 68 402 122 17 16 13 1 3 5 3 64 
MS,S 382 123 32.2 224 63 5 15 0 13 21 4 103 
TX,N 1,513 635 42.0 1,045 310 20 48 0 33 21 26 587 
TX,E 725 199 27.4 388 123 6 15 0 38 13 2 191 
TS 3,491 1,298 37.2 2,389 723 28 81 5 80 166 22 1,284 
TX,W 4,699 1,548 32.9 3,014 840 74 217 129 121 58 29 1,546 
6TH §,522 2,589 46.9 4,384 1,067 72 368 33 195 261 104 2,264 
KY,E 363 131 36.1 255 84 3 9 0 22 12 4 121 
KYW 331 128 38.7 201 36 15 4 0 16 4 2 124 
MIE 1,598 935 585 1,482 357 8 52 2 68 75 17 903 
MI.wW 417 226 54.2 412 112 3 27 10 5 25 13 217 
OH,.N 792 311 39.3 511 33 13 122 0 1 56 29 247 
OH,S 783 352 45.0 641 175 4 38 3 16 49 17 339 
TNE 505 246 487 390 175 4 50 10 26 18 14 93 
™N.M 338 144 42.6 288 53 20 26 8 21 24 5 131 
TN.W 395 116 29.4 204 42 2 40 0 10 18 3 89 
7TH 2,905 893 30.7 1,447 295 39 199 24 41 160 38 651 
1L,N 1,125 292 26.0 403 73 5 75 3 2 66 17 162 
iL,c 265 116 43.8 222 20 12 48 4 1 0 6 113 
iL,S 296 100 33.8 175 43 4 3 2 7 21 0 95 
IN.N 362 85 23.5 144 32 12 15 7 3 8 6 61 
IN.'S 339 85 25.1 134 40 2 5 2 2 11 2 70 
WIE 354 154 43.5 278 44 3 42 6 4 41 7 131 
Wwi,w 164 61 37.2 91 43 1 11 0 4 13 0 19 
8TH 3,980 2,015 50.6 3,727 899 65 447 127 125 98 106 1,660 
AR,E 416 320 76.9 601 202 30 14 i] 3 21 5 317 
AR,W 168 44 26.2 65 25 4 4 0 1 1 2 23 
1A,N 228 92 40.4 164 52 3 25 1 3 8 6 66 
1A,S 230 70 30.4 137 40 0 14 0 3 7 5 68 
MN 607 271 446 434 176 4 18 4 10 12 20 186 
MO.E 770 421 54.7 764 0 1 239 26 23 31 25 419 
MO,W 492 323 65.7 589 158 10 55 25 7 1 13 320 
NE 377 143 379 311 64 1 34 27 24 11 g 141 
ND 206 74 359 144 50 1 2 5) 4 } 4 71 
SO 486 257 52.9 518 132 6 42 22 47 3 17 249 


Yb | 


Tabie H-8. (Continued) 
Special Condition Type 
Cases With 
Spec'al Conditions Total Substance Substance Substance 
Cases e Special Abuse Abuse Abuse Testing House Electronic | Mental 
Circuit and District Activated’ Cases Percent Conditions Testing Treatment and Treatment | Shelter Arrest Monitoring| Health Other 
9TH 17,369 4,453 25.6 7,485 1,469 143 839 243 196 286 188 4,121 
AK 246 135 549 197 20 18 10 0 7 3 5 134 
AZ 3,708 736 19.8 1,371 353 22 137 69 17 33 12 728 
CAN 1,108 254 229 424 43 4 74 36 5 24 20 218 
CAE 1,017 306 30.1 549 128 2 59 18 17 8 1 306 
CAC 3,018 1,248 414 1,782 329 21 106 6 38 18 18 1,246 
CAS 4,257 388 9.1 469 50 6 193 5 0 15 19 181 
Hi 348 146 420 378 88 0 22 26 47 40 16 139 
ID 200 70 35.0 123 12 21 4 0 ! 12 4 69 
MT 419 246 587 438 119 6 35 6 18 9 1 234 
NV 788 312 39.6 535 72 13 76 20 9 25 ) 911 
OR 877 227 25.9 478 90 6 47 32 20 37 25 221 
WA,E 293 107 36.5 197 26 12 4} 2 15 11 4 86 
WA,W 853 212 249 445 87 12 31 22 0 48 34 211 
GUAM 210 51 243 73 40 0 3 1 2 3 0 24 
NMI 30 15 50.0 26 12 0 1 0 0 0 0 13 
10°H 4,472 1,844 41.2 3,494 610 176 361 297 79 121 81 1,769 
co 700 304 43.4 564 93 11 98 33 1 26 16 286 
KS 614 210 34.2 413 66 37 4) 10 22 5 25 207 
NM 1,399 681 487 1,336 183 13 168 220 12 53 6 681 
OK,N 322 186 57.8 321 4 98 3 3 1 11 16 185 
OK,E 160 52 32.5 100 23 10 6 0 8 9 3 4) 
OK,W 679 142 20.9 240 111 1 9 1 1 3 2 112 
UT 437 188 43.0 359 77 4 19 30 28 11 9 181 
WY 161 81 50.3 161 53 2 17 0 6 3 4 76 
11TH 8,428 3,732 44.3 6,557 1,592 106 489 45 456 297 62 3,510 
AL,N 409 170 416 228 108 7 4 7 5 21 3 73 
AL.M 246 173 703 301 115 2 14 1 3 19 6 141 
ALS 592 267 53.2 629 30 9 182 5 96 40 8 259 
FL.N 560 161 288 305 100 4 8 2 18 11 4 158 
FL.M 1,979 942 476 1,652 437 20 50 13 116 84 20 912 
FL.S 2,697 933 34 6 1,555 240 13 157 5 143 61 11 925 
GA,N 1,083 644 595 1,004 276 15 12 11 26 22 5 638 
GA,M 599 220 36.7 390 110 35 48 1 7 3 3 183 
GA,S 353 222 629 493 176 1 14 0 43 36 2 221 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECEIVED 
“INCLUDES COURTESY SUPERVISION CASES 


Table H-9. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Release and Detention 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


ne ne ne eee -- —_— ce a ee — _——— 


Dil Initial Hearing es Initial Detention/First Review 
Cases 

__Circuitand District | Activated | Released’ | Detained | Defendants | Released | Detained 

TOTAL 69,283 25,343 43,940 32,551 5,123 27,428 

1ST 2,021 661 1,360 1,023 140 883 
ME 165 66 99 73 y 64 
MA 693 239 454 370 67 303 
NH 181 95 86 86 14 72 
Ri 144 35 109 103 3 100 
PR 838 226 612 391 47 344 

2ND 5,897 2,621 3,276 2,997 385 2,612 
CT 361 163 198 175 38 137 
NY,N 537 191 346 336 32 304 
NY,E 2,121 817 1,304 1,281 186 1,095 
NY,S 2,224 1,046 1,178 1,045 106 939 
NY,W 508 318 190 121 8 113 
VT 146 86 60 39 15 24 

3RD 3,443 1,612 1,831 1,625 285 1,340 
DE 179 80 99 75 13 62 
NJ 1,236 588 648 552 32 520 
PA,E 1,049 461 588 579 167 412 
PA.M 368 223 145 89 23 66 
PA,W 382 224 158 152 30 122 
Vi 229 36 193 178 20 158 

4TH 7,013 3,528 3,485 2,564 472 2,092 
MD 799 335 464 434 107 327 
NCE 908 579 329 275 35 240 
NC,.M 347 100 247 197 39 158 
NCW 713 338 375 302 63 239 
SC 1,119 535 584 223 20 203 
VA.E 1,735 894 841 723 136 587 
VA,W 597 204 393 238 35 203 
WV.N 212 139 73 32 0 32 
WV,S 583 404 179 140 37 103 


Bail Review Hearings 


Defendants 


13,492 


261 
23 
73 
15 
35 

115 


1,764 
96 
108 
558 
871 
93 


7,175 


89 
8 
52 


187 
190 
199 


Detained 
6,317 


172 
15 
21 

9 
27 
100 


739 
61 


110 
163 


Se NA TE I EE ITO: NSTI EE RT TT TEE EEL EL 


Table H-9. (Continued) 
Initial Hearing Initial Detention/First Review Bail Review Hearings 
Cases 

Circuit and District Activated Released" Detained Defendants Released Detained Defendants Released Detained 
5TH 11,167 2,977 8,190 5,141 784 4,357 2,008 905 1,103 
LA,E 489 182 307 282 11 271 81 58 23 
LA,M 120 71 49 41 1 40 6 4 2 
LA,W 329 180 149 135 15 120 6 5 1 
MS,N 165 93 72 36 3 33 13 5 8 
MS,S 354 162 192 134 21 113 107 46 61 
TX,N 1,304 476 828 419 55 364 345 173 172 
TX,E 675 242 433 427 91 336 97 40 57 
TX,S 3,217 671 2,546 1,465 204 1,261 636 270 366 
TX,W 4,514 900 3,614 2,202 383 1,819 717 304 413 
6TH 5,236 3,033 2,203 1,733 423 1,310 1,003 552 451 
KY,E 344 191 153 113 24 89 46 26 20 
KY,W 313 181 132 126 21 105 67 26 41 
MI,E 1,536 1,019 517 382 133 249 327 161 166 
Mi,W 400 240 160 135 48 87 220 150 70 
OH,N 743 401 342 269 53 216 71 38 33 
OH,S 744 493 251 207 42 165 118 58 60 
TN,E 475 215 260 143 27 116 55 30 25 
TN,M 314 133 181 169 22 147 53 35 18 
TN,W 367 160 207 189 53 136 46 28 18 
7TH 2,668 1,157 1,511 1,101 212 889 540 208 332 
IL,N 995 511 484 354 84 270 81 46 35 
IL,C 247 102 145 135 30 105 32 9 23 
IL,S 276 75 201 146 31 115 74 15 59 
IN,N 336 144 192 153 20 133 58 32 26 
IN,S 315 139 176 121 19 102 95 29 66 
WILE 335 129 206 88 18 70 161 63 98 
WI,W 164 57 107 104 10 94 39 14 25 
8TH 3,762 1,639 2,123 1,427 312 1,115 977 583 394 
AR,E 381 247 134 65 21 44 77 51 26 
AR,W 141 71 70 13 4 9 15 3 12 
1A,N 220 81 139 109 18 91 46 18 28 
1A,S 225 66 159 114 21 93 28 6 22 
MN 568 248 320 289 61 228 55 27 28 
MO,E 718 295 423 236 10 226 161 135 26 
MO,W 460 259 201 150 34 116 256 142 114 
NE 365 106 259 158 44 114 61 43 18 
ND 202 101 101 84 17 67 70 49 21 
SD 482 165 317 209 82 127 208 109 99 
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Table H-9. (Continued) 
initial Hearing + _ “Initial Detention/FirstReview = er ~~ Bail Review Hearings — 
Cases 
Circuit and District Activated Released’ Detained Defendants | Released — Detained | Detendants Released Detained — 

9TH 16,179 3,641 12,538 9,098 1,234 7,864 2,414 1,073 1,341 
AK 240 116 124 106 27 79 99 04 35 
AZ 3,560 336 3,224 3,123 363 2,760 184 98 86 
CA,N 997 304 693 633 128 505 108 82 26 
CA,E 921 107 814 811 90 721 132 77 55 
CA,C 2,475 834 1,641 1,608 202 1,406 143 95 48 
CA,S 4,200 543 3,657 541 33 508 1,096 305 791 
HI 333 95 238 232 42 190 101 57 44 
iD 180 87 93 92 11 81 97 47 50 
MT 414 242 172 129 31 98 79 38 41 
NV 703 292 411 409 67 342 61 30 31 
OR 837 124 713 712 92 620 161 70 91 
WA,E 269 44 225 219 45 174 34 24 10 
WA,W 810 419 391 390 85 305 100 74 26 
GUAM 210 85 125 84 15 69 14 9 5 
NMI 30 13 17 9 3 6 5 3 2 

10TH 4,214 1,723 2,491 2,218 443 1,775 1,033 693 340 
CO 612 197 415 404 95 309 92 56 36 
KS 587 337 250 227 48 179 80 44 36 
NM 1,340 352 988 971 171 800 422 337 85 
OK,N 311 164 147 48 9 39 121 64 57 
OK,E 138 61 77 31 10 21 50 18 32 
OK,W 649 418 231 213 49 164 106 88 18 
UT 418 115 303 257 44 213 90 53 37 
WwY 159 79 80 67 17 50 72 33 39 

11TH 7,683 2,751 4,932 3,624 433 3,191 1,330 810 520 
AL,N 377 243 134 96 26 70 35 22 13 
AL,M 232 142 90 73 20 53 32 18 14 
AL,S 485 156 329 241 93 148 269 119 150 
FL,N 523 173 350 325 24 301 57 26 31 
FL.M 1,783 625 1,158 833 105 728 268 169 99 
FL.S 2.444 492 1,952 1,502 110 1,392 347 239 108 
GA,N 919 362 557 418 43 375 105 78 27 
GA,M 582 377 205 72 6 66 154 108 46 
GA,S 338 181 157 64 6 58 63 31 32 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECEIVED 
* INCLUDES CASES DISMISSED 


Table H-9A. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Detention Summary: Days and Costs 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Before Initial Hearing | After initial Hearing Postadjudication 

Total Total weie iasaesieiennetaiantaatamnieaaainneiaina emai 
Cases Detention 

Circuit and District Closed Costs Defendants Days Costs Defendants | Days = Costs ~~ Detendants | _Days _ _ Costs: on 
TOTAL 63,599 $303,009,925 23,597 47,293 $2,650,157 34,319 2,996,044 $162,742,242 21,298 2,517,548  $137,617,526 
1ST 1,770 $14,055,673 441 1,654 $153,304 1,099 132,941 $7,962,596 734 101,158 $5,939,773 
ME 208 1,045,245 66 110 5,610 119 7,584 386,784 104 12,801 652 851 
MA 641 5,811,180 109 844 50,640 380 58.223 3,493,380 242 37.786 2,267,160 
NH 192 789,500 5 5 250 100 6,691 334 550 83 9.094 454 700 
R! 132 1,491,453 1 3 252 80 10.403 841.179 70 7,640 650 022 
PR 597 4,918,295 260 692 96,552 420 50,040 2,906,703 235 33,837 1,915,040 
2ND 4,853 $42,933,294 1,586 2,519 $161,212 2,455 319,043 $20,364,596 1,546 355,059 $22,407 486 
CT 347 2,615,6°9 25 52 3,536 155 20,693 1,407,124 102 17,721 1,205,028 
Oo NY.N 516 3,872,880 137 380 26,530 280 25,184 1,760,910 160 30,025 2,085.44 
NYE 1,774 18,822,676 775 1,269 81,024 1,099 152,781 9,741,019 608 141 448 9,000 633 
NYS 1,568 13,494,237 539 651 37,107 721 99,504 5,671,728 508 136,586 7,785,402 
NY W 502 3,177,737 61 92 8,740 130 15,621 1,483,995 111 17,946 1,685,002 
VT 146 950,076 49 75 4,275 70 5,260 299, 820 57 11.333 645 981 
3RD 3,089 $15,914,771 642 2,124 $103,417 1,303 163,194 $8,332,634 835 147,569 $7,478,720 
DE 115 476,100 20 41 2,050 52 4,541 227 050 45 4,940 247,000 
NJ 1,218 6,130,440 319 1,446 65,070 488 68,216 3,069,720 377 66.570 2,995,650 
PAE 871 5,608 638 50 122 6,943 352 43,720 2,485 047 247 54 832 3,116,648 
PA.M 345 1,670,829 74 112 6,517 148 15,482 903,530 gt 13,036 760,782 
PA.W 294 572,160 18 48 1,920 94 10,766 430 640 39 3,490 139,600 
Vi 246 1,456,604 161 355 20.917 169 20 469 1.216.647 36 4,701 219,040 
4TH 6,737 $24,043,870 1,290 3,008 147,993 2,925 212,336 11,003,544 2,147 259,497 $12,892,333 
MD 738 3,331,113 114 241 15,141 379 32,625 2,048 858 190 20,177 1,267,114 
NC.E 977 2,600,190 120 178 8,010 321 25,117 1.130.265 273 32,487 1.461.915 
NC.M 312 1,404 088 42 72 4.230 160 7.254 424.405 121 16.674 975,453 
NCW 620 4,531,263 138 237 14.694 335 31,451 1,925,899 222 41,785 2,590,670 
Sc 1,123 3,191,160 244 463 16.205 527 38.977 1,364,195 407 51.736 1.810.760 
VAE 1,643 5,179,144 236 406 25,536 683 36,201 2,273,437 523 45,859 2,880,171 
VA.W 564 2,198,151 294 1,175 52.916 290 24 406 1,070,851 234 32.775 1,074,384 
WV.N 194 727 861 28 77 3,311 78 7,088 304,784 81 9 762 419.766 
WV.S 566 880 900 74 159 7,950 152 9,217 460 850 96 8,242 412,100 


Table H-9A. (Continued) 
| ] | 
| | Before Initial Hearing After initial Hearing Postadjudication 
Totat | Total | 1 ‘ at it “ 
Cases | Detention — | | | | 
Circuit and District Closed | Costs (Defendants | Days § Costs | Defendants Days § Costs = Defendants Days Costs 

STH 10,227 $36,817,118 5,323 9,719 $484,745 5,674 411,397 $20,164,121 3,677 332,086 $16,168,252 
LAE 415 2.181.645 94 188 8.145 247 26.689 1.215.395 187 23,384 958 185 
LAM 111 290.675 34 66 3,821 44 2.344 135,481 41 2.619 1§1.373 
LA.W 258 796.614 27 176 8.904 83 1§,317 635.473 35 4303 152.237 
MS.N 180 504.585 32 59 2.655 70 5.253 236.385 70 5.901 265.545 
MS.S 302 343, 160 92 152 3,040 151 9.614 192.280 a7 7 392 147 840 
TX.N 1.296 4,924 573 420 712 41 806 718 38.872 2.274.200 4693 44 589 2.60856 
TX.E 584 2.153, 566 120 214 8.774 338 21.157 867 437 280 31.155 277 355 
TS 3,122 10,573,900 1.940 3,311 165,550 1.640 108,017 5.400 850 364 100,150 5.007 500 
TW 3,959 15,048,400 2.564 4.841 242.050 2.377 184.134 9.206.700 1 524 111.993 5 599 650 

6TH 4,959 $14,946,245 720 1,173 $59,255 1,823 169,541 $8,019,764 1,181 141,366 $6,867,226 
KY.E 364 947 485 84 140 4.900 151 13.236 463.260 115 13.695 479.325 
KY W 338 1.265.845 49 34 5.546 145 12.020 703.180 396 9 347 551.119 
MILE 1.428 4.556.428 197 287 18,052 462 37.944 2.376.612 242 34 423 2.161 764 
MI.W 385 1,216,325 30 54 2.970 140 9.443 519.365 119 12.618 693.990 
OH.N 779 2.515.600 101 185 9.250 27 28.209 1.410.450 199 21.918 1.095.900 
OH.S 681 1,121,976 ? 106 3,816 189 12.709 457 524 118 18,351 660.636 
TN.E 376 1,300,546 137 205 11,141 167 15.010 656.303 148 14.622 633,102 
™N.M 283 1,179,760 31 52 2.080 132 19.497 79.880 82 9.945 397 800 
TN.W 325 842.280 24 50 1.500 165 21.573 647.190 62 6 453 193.590 

7TH 2,366 $11,199,781 608 1,412 $73,946 1,086 106.863 $5.562.800 796 103,003 $5,563,035 
iL.N 732 2.404.595 184 236 10,395 254 29.7 1.281.973 170 24.131 1.112.227 
iL.C 291 2.009.880 123 203 12.180 165 12,958 957 480 130 17.337 1.040.220 
iL.S 305 2.589.840 125 263 14,202 203 21.903 1.182.762 190 25,794 1.392.876 
INN 259 1,002,174 64 141 8.319 103 6.825 402.675 65 10.020 591 180 
INS 295 869,067 33 98 4.080 117 13,407 556.420 79 7.435 308.567 
WIE 349 1.899.560 44 111 7.215 201 15.472 1.005.680 116 13.641 886 665 
wiw 135 424 665 35 360 17.555 43 3,500 175.810 46 4.645 231.300 

8TH 3,549 $19,570,041 792 1,583 $84,752 1,780 174,915 $9,942,998 1,287 149,501 $9,542,291 
AR.E 416 770,310 52 130 3,900 148 15.588 467 640 111 9.959 298.770 
AR W 154 349.320 47 140 4.200 5g 5.955 178.650 50 5.549 166 470 
1A.N 231 1.648.530 55 125 8.125 132 17.012 1.105.780 76 8.225 534 625 
IAS 183 1.410.752 17 26 1,742 119 8.714 583 838 111 12.316 825.172 
MN 471 2.133.656 101 182 10.192 240 16.557 927.192 185 21.362 1.196.272 
MO.E 663 2.539.845 70 145 6.525 357 37.266 1.676.970 191 19.030 856.350 
MO.W 580 6.356.800 140 213 21.300 240 23.190 2.319.000 214 40.165 4.016.500 
NE 264 3.093.083 75 194 11,868 178 32.929 2,000 448 137 17.651 + 080.767 
NO 200 331.950 66 128 6.400 82 4.256 212.800 39 2.255 112.750 
SD 387 935.795 169 300 10.500 225 13,448 470.680 173 12.989 454.615 
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Table H-9A. (Continued) 


—_—_-_ —- -—- ———___—--,- -- - -- , 
Before initial Hearing Afier initial Nearing Postadjudication 
Total Total a eeeEeneee » A ee A - 7 
Cases Detention 

Ghouk end Biewiet _|_ Cleves Coote sownsots | ve | con _|_ Setendems | Gaye | _Geete _|_Sotendente | _Beye | _Sevte _ 

9TH 14,634 $76,732,491 8,327 16,673 $1,014,252 10,146 764,662 $45,717,108 4,931 497,547 $30,001,131 

AK 220 1,301,226 65 140 14,936 B2 6,514 694,137 64 §,557 592,153 
AZ 3,276 14,958,225 2,235 3,537 201 609 2,313 149,262 8,507 934 1,269 109 626 6,248,682 
CA,N 1,018 6,759,528 239 544 81,328 641 59,021 3,827,009 324 42,104 2,851,191 
CAE 842 6,209,700 477 928 46,400 720 90,464 4,523,200 290 32,802 1,640,100 
CA,C 2,058 9,776,855 806 1,838 101,090 1,108 93,902 5,164,610 624 82,021 4,511,155 
CA,S 3,714 20,016,175 3,294 7,359 413,611 3,306 232,617 13,098,579 1,303 116,286 6,503,985 
HI 311 3,406,985 120 230 22,810 205 14,183 1,406,817 127 19,935 1,977,358 
ID 203 472,290 80 151 6,342 86 5,530 232,260 52 5,564 233,688 
MT 398 841,486 87 265 11,555 134 6,659 376,848 110 10,411 453,083 
NV 660 3,181,220 253 439 27,218 297 32,225 1,997,950 167 18,646 1,156,052 
OR 823 4,583,919 199 386 23,160 600 54,759 3,274,179 243 21,443 1,286,580 
WA,E 268 1,039,620 112 243 14,580 166 10,863 651,780 84 6,221 373,260 
WA,W 888 3,182,055 265 387 27,050 406 22,463 1,572,410 232 22,610 1,582,595 
GUAM 128 903,032 74 145 18,118 65 2,924 332,325 33 3,575 552,589 
NMI 27 100,175 21 81 4,445 17 1,276 57,070 9 746 38,660 
10TH 3,945 $18,295,993 1,507 2,869 $160,217 2,208 178,724 $10,416,822 1,421 134,796 $7,716,954 
co 600 2,443,477 209 514 26,725 381 26,190 1,361,880 256 20,286 1,054,872 
KS 528 2,633,432 143 284 16,472 233 23,930 1,387,940 153 21,190 1,229,020 
NM 1,231 8,841,875 760 1,058 71,944 885 77,293 5,249,163 513 51,776 3,520,768 
OK,N 329 585,600 59 165 6,600 138 6,742 269,680 76 7,733 309,320 
OK,E 110 221,825 57 116 4,755 53 2,330 95,394 35 2,972 121,676 
OK,W 610 1,046 334 106 253 9,771 169 10,753 478,465 131 12,335 558,098 
UT 383 1,941,750 107 192 9,600 275 25,633 1,281,650 195 13,010 650,500 
wy 154 581,700 66 287 14,350 74 5,853 292,650 62 5,494 274,700 
11TH 7,270 $28,500,648 2,361 4,559 $207,064 3,820 342,428 $15,255,259 2,743 295,966 $13,038,525 
ALN 477 709,800 58 92 4,600 145 8,893 444.650 53 §,211 260,550 
AL,M 207 729,100 49 586 29,300 92 7,116 355,800 82 6,880 344,000 
AL,S 432 1,360,640 105 156 4,992 265 13,748 439,936 239 28,616 915,712 
FL.N 471 1,510,116 98 185 6,892 278 24,748 925 582 148 15,445 577 642 
FL.M 1,601 6,549,846 334 495 21,285 962 75,954 3,266,022 698 75,873 3,262,539 
FL,S 2,429 14,090,906 1,225 2,082 107,992 1,429 149.693 7,748,167 1,114 120,455 6,234,747 
GA,N 841 2,040,687 301 553 18,249 395 34,580 1,141,140 225 26,706 881,298 
GA,M 517 962,710 127 224 7,616 128 19,994 679,796 72 8,097 275,298 
GA,S 295 546 843 64 186 6,138 126 7,702 254,166 112 8,683 286,539 
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Table H-10. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Bail Review Hearings Held 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Total 
Circuit and District Hearings Held 

TOTAL 139,368 

1ST 2,741 

ME 429 
MA 1,192 
NH 382 
Ri 169 
PR 569 
2ND 12,494 

CT 866 
NY,N 1,025 
NYE 4,119 
NY,S 5,101 
NY,W 1,046 
VT 337 
3RD 6,655 

DE 319 
NJ 2,686 
PAE 2,264 
PA,M 692 
PAW 503 
Vi 391 
4TH 14,861 

MD 1,521 
NCE 1,748 
NC,M 719 
NCW 1,511 
Sc 2,122 
VA.E 3,766 
VA.W 1,836 
WV.N 426 
WvV.S 1,212 


Detention 
Hearings , 


32,768 


1,024 
74 
351 
89 
108 
402 


3,048 
175 
376 

1,291 

1,044 
122 

40 


Bail 
Reviews 


15,072 


266 
24 


| Reviews at 


Conviction 


39,762 


—_ 


632 
148 
522 
125 

20 


Types of Review Hearings Held 


Reviews 


43,933 


415 
166 


Reviews 
on Appeal 


101 


coc o-- cc @& co coc @ 


oo -- On C ®@ 


| 


Violation 
Reviews 


3,122 


Nonhearing 
Reviews 


4,610 


_ 
Table H-10. (Continued) 


____ Typ of Review Hearings Nels noe . ieee 
Total Detention Bail Reviews at Reviews Reviews Violation Nonhearing 

Circuit and District Hearings Held Hearings Reviews Conviction at Sentence on Appeal Reviews Reviews 

5TH 23,012 §,152 1,959 7,146 7,966 22 310 455 

LAE 1,076 283 124 287 356 1 17 8 
LA,M 212 42 4 66 97 0 1 2 
LA,W 353 136 6 132 75 0 3 1 
MS,N 329 37 7 116 154 0 12 3 
MS,S 720 134 114 232 210 0 30 0 
TX,N 2,641 422 459 708 940 1 39 72 
TX,E 1,584 439 94 520 488 0 32 1 
TX,S 6,357 1,465 549 1,865 2,256 6 80 136 
TX.W 9,740 2,194 602 3,220 3,392 a 96 222 
6TH 9,699 1,739 1,177 3,037 3,475 5 191 275 

KY,E 706 116 27 209 294 0 35 25 
KYW 681 133 123 190 233 0 1 1 
MIE 2,370 380 421 729 745 1 26 68 
Mi,W 1,110 133 277 323 327 0 25 25 
OH,N 1,516 263 53 491 648 0 49 12 
OH,S 1,459 210 157 513 524 0 2 53 
TN,E 765 148 40 235 279 3 25 35 
™N.M 578 168 41 152 171 0 14 32 
™N.W 714 188 38 195 254 1 14 24 
7TH §,331 1,093 772 1,538 1,737 2 71 118 

1L,N 1,500 348 115 499 496 0 22 20 
IL,C 603 133 42 159 245 1 15 8 
iL,S 748 148 60 229 259 0 9 43 
IN,N 523 151 76 119 168 0 6 3 
IN,S 702 118 169 193 215 0 7 0 
WIE 873 88 241 240 254 0 9 41 
Wi,W 382 107 69 99 100 1 3 3 
8TH 8,511 1,443 1,194 2,478 2,856 5 398 137 

ARE 838 66 143 278 332 0 6 13 
AR,W 237 14 14 94 108 0 1 6 
1A,N 556 111 45 172 189 0 18 21 
1A.S 422 113 22 102 166 0 19 0 
MN 1,069 289 37 330 374 3 18 18 
MO,E 1,466 238 107 427 484 0 202 8 
MO,W 1,564 152 373 447 508 1 55 28 
NE 636 162 88 136 218 0 17 15 
ND 506 84 91 158 162 1 3 7 
SD 1,217 214 274 334 315 0 59 21 


SB I RE EE AEE EI IIL aR I IIE TD TEL TT IT EIT TE IEEE IE I EE TRAE TET ITED ETE EADIE DETER ET LE OLE ETE SOE 
Table H-10. (Continued) 


Types of Review Hearings Held 
Total Detention Bail Reviews at Reviews Reviews Violation Nonhearing 
* Circuit and District Hearings Held Hearings Reviews Conviction at Sentence on Appeal Reviews Reviews 
9TH 30,756 9,203 2,960 7,940 9,443 20 560 630 
AK 587 98 135 164 169 2 0 19 
AZ 8,726 3,144 161 2,442 2,794 2 94 89 
CA,N 1,092 648 188 29 16 3 28 180 
CA,E 2,280 813 176 553 671 1 31 35 
CA,C 3,663 1,611 179 688 1,141 3 17 24 
CAS 6,161 605 1,261 1,843 2,334 2 90 26 
HI 892 229 134 181 256 1 25 66 
iD 614 92 249 124 132 0 9 8 
MT 839 130 78 258 307 0 39 27 
NV 1,045 409 68 327 146 1 37 57 
OR 2,122 715 193 493 597 0 61 63 
WA,E 617 220 40 182 169 0 5 1 
WA,W 1,894 393 80 572 697 5 112 35 
GUAM 194 87 14 71 12 0 10 0 
5) NMI 30 9 4 13 2 0 2 0 
10TH 9,209 2,222 799 2,781 2,367 14 264 762 
co 1,010 408 118 385 39 1 24 35 
KS 1,080 226 83 360 372 0 23 16 
NM 3,513 970 212 904 836 7 68 516 
OK,N 652 48 122 181 200 2 15 84 
OK,E 260 36 54 88 66 0 7 fs) 
OK,W 1,180 211 28 410 412 2 39 78 
UT 1,091 255 105 333 312 0 70 16 
WY 423 68 77 120 130 2 18 8 
@ 

11TH 15,699 3,632 1,458 4,462 5,369 9 378 391 

AL,N 907 94 37 375 388 0 5 
AL,M 463 74 29 150 179 0 16 15 
AL,S 1,506 241 353 402 398 0 45 67 
FL,N 1,096 327 61 314 372 1 14 7 
FL.M 3,496 833 279 903 1,243 2 164 72 
FL,S 4,934 1,507 372 1,168 1,704 3 45 135 
GA,N 1,602 421 59 464 569 3 32 54 
GA,M 1,199 71 230 443 415 0 24 16 
GA,S 496 64 38 243 101 0 33 17 


NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Table H-11. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Bail Violations Reported 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Type of Violation Reported When Occurred 
With Total | 
Cases Total Violation Violations Fail to Release Before Before 
Circuit and District Closed Released Reported Reported Felony Misdemeanor Appear | Conditions Other Adjudicat. | Sentence L Surrender 

TOTAL 63,599 33,379 5,584 10,006 585 ay4 926 7,330 671 6,073 3,404 529 

1ST 1,770 823 179 343 28 14 17 265 19 226 108 9 
ME 208 111 12 23 1 2 1 17 2 8 13 2 
MA 641 349 82 191 22 6 6 157 0 127 62 2 
NH 192 125 27 45 1 6 5 33 0 32 13 0 
RI 132 43 2 2 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 
PR 597 195 56 82 4 0 5 56 17 57 20 5 

2ND 4,853 2,992 269 498 41 42 71 323 21 308 176 14 
CT 347 232 20 34 3 1 29 0 29 5 0 
NY,N 51¢ 290 53 98 2 8 2 83 3 64 34 0 
NY,E 1,774 948 38 58 7 27 16 7 13 43 2 
NY,S 1,568 1,002 59 97 16 4 23 45 9 60 28 9 
NY,W 502 410 65 136 4 20 15 91 1 90 44 2 
VT 146 110 34 75 4 8 3 59 1 52 22 1 

3RD 3,089 1,930 175 326 28 14 45 144 95 178 123 25 
DE 115 64 7 12 0 0 0 12 0 8 4 0 
NJ 1,218 749 56 106 7 5 17 66 11 73 24 9 
PA.E 871 593 71 135 14 7 26 13 75 55 64 16 
PAM 345 213 26 44 3 2 2 33 4 24 20 0 
PA.W 294 227 11 23 2 0 0 16 5 12 11 0 
Vi 246 84 4 6 2 0 0 4 0 6 0 0 

4TH 6,737 4,463 810 1,411 69 57 78 1,129 78 899 456 56 
MD 738 467 119 203 18 8 12 162 3 166 34 3 
NCE 977 668 60 99 2 4 7 86 0 75 21 3 
NC,M 312 170 9 15 2 0 1 11 1 4 9 2 
NC,W 620 423 56 74 3 3 2 66 0 29 41 4 
SC 1,123 780 143 248 14 4 19 161 59 144 91 13 
VA,E 1,643 1,091 283 563 10 20 38 491 4 366 178 19 
VA.W 564 353 51 64 8 8 3 41 4 44 20 0 
WV,N 194 141 51 76 6 10 2 57 1 39 35 2 
WV,.S 566 370 38 69 6 0 3 54 6 32 27 10 


——— 


Table H-11. (Continued) 
Type of Violation Reported When Occurred 
With Total | 
Cases Total Violation Violations Fail to Release Before Before 
Circuit and District Closed Released | Reported | Reported | Felony | Misdemeanor | Appear | Conditions | Other | Adjudicat. | Sentence | Surrender 

5TH 10,227 4,433 743 1,274 69 64 155 910 76 778 388 108 
LAE 415 223 43 59 4 1 2 47 5 28 23 8 
LA.M 111 68 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 
LA,W 258 156 10 13 3 1 2 ? 0 5 4 4 
MS.N 180 114 24 52 5 1 3 38 5 14 30 8 
MS,S 302 185 35 66 7 6 4 40 9 47 17 2 
TX.N 1,296 725 124 246 9 21 37 166 13 148 68 30 
TX.E 584 319 42 65 4 1 4 51 5 39 25 1 
TX,S 3,122 1,213 164 260 23 6 37 163 31 141 100 19 
TX.W 3,959 1,430 300 512 13 27 66 398 8 356 120 36 

6TH 4,959 3,543 534 935 55 61 104 631 84 493 369 73 
KY,E 364 255 45 77 6 6 3 44 18 32 39 6 
KYW 338 216 35 81 6 5 3 66 1 59 14 8 
MILE 1,428 1,118 91 136 13 4 49 66 4 68 51 17 
MI.W 385 296 53 79 0 4 1 64 0 41 34 4 
OH,N 779 520 94 172 9 11 14 137 1 75 84 13 
OH.S 681 509 76 163 2 11 12 120 18 96 63 4 
TNE 376 236 61 80 8 7 2 61 2 42 35 3 
T™N.M 283 166 18 33 5 3 4 21 0 19 13 1 
TN.W 325 227 61 114 6 10 6 52 40 61 36 17 

7TH 2,366 1,307 234 397 16 28 as 283 29 225 144 28 
IL.N 732 400 68 105 5 13 25 54 a 49 42 14 
IL.C 291 174 33 57 4 2 5 35 11 28 25 4 
1L.S 305 131 22 34 1 2 3 28 0 29 3 2 
INN 259 161 16 30 2 0 2 22 4 13 16 1 
IN.S 295 170 7 11 0 1 1 - 1 7 4 0 
WIE 349 197 59 116 3 6 2 101 4 67 42 7 
Wi.W 135 74 29 44 1 4 3 35 1 32 12 0 

8TH 3,549 2,165 597 1,196 41 65 50 984 56 738 436 22 
AR.E 416 334 107 234 2 1 3 228 0 164 64 6 
AR W 154 71 6 11 ) 0 3 7 1 5 6 0 
|A.N 231 133 46 103 3 8 4 62 26 99 4 0 
IA.S 183 86 35 74 4 3 6 60 1 40 34 0 
MN 471 280 42 62 3 4 8 42 5 44 17 1 
MO,E 663 373 133 267 18 27 8 204 10 140 115 12 
MO,.W 580 405 120 241 5 14 7 214 1 121 119 1 
NE 264 115 30 55 0 2 0 53 0 34 21 0 
ND 200 122 18 36 3 2 1 27 3 20 16 0 
SD 387 246 60 113 3 4 10 87 9 71 40 2 


Table H-11. (Continued) 
Type of Violation Reported When Occurred 
with =| Total | | 
Cases Totai Violation Violations _ Failte Reiease Before Before 
Circuit and District Closed Released Reported | Reported | Felony | Misdemeanor — Appear | Conditions | Other Adjudicat. Sentence — Surrender 

9TH 14,834 5,600 934 1,628 127 67 171 1,178 8s 1,014 529 8s 
AK 220 146 12 23 0 0 1 22 0 4 g 0 
AZ 3,276 776 150 2399 15 7 28 235 14 212 68 3 
CA.N 1,018 518 92 138 16 10 1§ 83 4 83 43 6 
CAE 842 228 20 32 2 3 4 19 3 26 5 
CA.C 2.058 94€ 69 123 14 3 20 83 3 76 37 10 
CA.S 3,714 866 176 279 24 13 53 181 a 197 78 10 
Hi 311 192 58 106 3 2 100 1 58 46 2 
1D 203 131 22 45 2 35 1 33 12 0 
MT 398 308 56 101 6 4 82 4 66 34 1 
NV 660 407 51 105 293 4 12 59 1 65 35 5 
OR 823 295 74 149 7 s 111 18 34 38 17 
WA.E 268 113 12 22 1 0 3 11 7 16 6 0 
WwA.w 888 575 103 148 6 12 14 106 10 67 69 12 
GUAM 128 87 33 51 3 0 3 45 0 44 0 
NMI 27 18 6 7 1 0 6 0 5 2 

10TH 3,945 2,265 472 812 37 22 117 619 17 543 243 26 
co 600 297 56 103 0 6 13 82 2 70 32 1 
KS 528 342 40 67 4 1 11 43 2 51 16 0 
NM 1.231 634 144 237 4 2 30 200 1 171 50 16 
OK,.N 3293 193 68 142 1 1 4 131 5 84 53 5 
OK.E 110 62 7 10 3 0 0 7 0 5 5 0 
OK,W 610 458 89 127 20 4 44 55 “ 73 51 3 
UT 383 181 55 94 4 5 12 73 0 67 26 1 
wy 154 98 13 32 1 3 3 22 3 22 10 0 

11TH 7,270 3,858 637 1,186 74 60 77 864 111 671 432 83 
AL.N 477 368 12 18 0 0 1 15 2 1 2 
AL.M 207 1§3 25 42 8 2 25 6 32 1 
ALS 432 248 71 172 1 2 7 119 43 $1 70 1 
FL.N 471 208 18 23 1 1 0 20 1 12 9 2 
FL.M 1,601 816 141 248 20 19 14 193 2 137 95 16 
FL.S 2.429 1,039 237 451 24 20 32 373 2 268 144 39 
GA.N 841 470 47 73 3 1 9 50 10 32 47 0 
GA.M 517 380 46 86 12 5 6 22 41 57 27 2 
GA.S 295 176 40 67 6 4 6 47 4 31 26 1G 
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Table H-11A. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Bail Violations and Action Taken by Court 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


a a ee ee i ea a ee ee 


Bail Violations and Action Taken by Court 


Defendants Total No Change Conditions Bail 
Total Defendants With Violations Violations in Conditions Changed Revoked/ 

Circuit and District CasesClosed | Released | Reported — Reported on Release on Release Detained 
TOTAL 63,599 33,379 5,584 10,006 §,943 939 3,124 
1ST 1,770 823 179 343 143 48 152 
ME 208 111 12 23 3 1 19 
MA 641 349 82 191 75 39 77 
NH 192 125 27 45 14 1 30 
Ri 132 43 2 2 0 0 2 
PR 597 195 56 82 51 7 24 
2ND 4,853 2,992 269 498 232 70 196 
CT 347 232 20 34 18 2 14 
NY,N 516 290 53 98 70 6 22 
NY,E 1,774 948 38 58 22 8 28 
NY,S 1,568 1,002 59 97 26 20 51 
NY,W 502 410 65 136 57 24 55 
VT 146 110 34 75 39 10 26 
3RD 3,089 1,930 175 326 144 55 127 
DE 115 64 7 12 1 1 10 
NJ 1,218 749 56 106 40 26 40 
PA,E 871 593 71 135 73 22 40 
PA,M 345 213 26 44 17 3 24 
PA,W 294 227 11 23 11 1 11 
Vi 246 84 4 6 2 2 2 
4TH 6,737 4,463 810 1,411 783 62 566 
MD 738 467 119 203 158 11 34 
NC,E 977 668 60 99 60 10 29 
NC,M 312 170 i] 15 7 1 7 
NCW 620 423 56 74 19 3 52 
SC 1,123 780 143 248 4 4 240 
VA,E 1,643 1,091 283 563 465 13 85 
VA,W 564 353 51 64 22 10 32 
WV,N 194 141 51 76 24 7 45 
WV,S 566 370 38 69 24 3 42 


45 


Table H-11A. (Continued) 
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Bail Violations and Action Taken by Court 


ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 


enemas , - ae i —_mmene — 
Defendants Total No Change Conditions 
Total Defendants With Violations Violations in Conditions Changed 
Circuit and District Cases Closed Released Reported — Reported | onfRelease |§ onRelease | 

5TH 10,227 4,433 743 1,274 854 99 
LA,E 415 223 43 59 32 4 
LA,M "1 68 1 1 0 0 
LA,W 258 156 10 13 3 0 
MS,N 180 114 24 52 30 6 
MS,S 302 185 35 66 33 1 
TX,N 1,296 725 124 246 198 13 
TX.E 584 319 42 65 24 3 
TX,S 3,122 1,213 164 260 138 23 
TX,W 3,959 1,430 300 512 396 34 

6TH 4,959 3,543 534 935 633 65 
KY,E 364 255 45 77 45 3 
KY,W 338 216 35 81 71 1 
Mi,E 1,428 1,118 91 136 86 14 
MI,W 385 296 53 79 48 6 
OH,N 779 520 94 172 118 22 
OH,S 681 509 76 163 112 7 
TNE 376 236 61 80 37 5 
TN,M 283 166 18 33 15 4 
TN.W 325 227 61 114 101 3 

7TH 2,366 1,307 234 397 251 53 
IL,N 732 400 68 105 68 22 
IL,C 291 174 33 57 28 16 
IL,S 305 131 22 34 19 1 
IN,N 259 161 16 30 13 2 
IN,S 295 170 7 1 4 0 
WIE 349 197 59 116 99 7 
WI,W 135 74 29 44 20 5 

8TH 3,549 2,165 597 1,196 784 84 
AR,E 416 334 107 234 157 10 
AR,W 154 71 6 1 4 1 
\A,N 231 133 46 103 58 14 
1A,S 183 BE 35 74 63 1 
MN 471 280 42 62 14 8 
MO,E 663 373 133 267 243 7 
MO,W 580 405 120 241 156 21 
NE 264 115 30 55 24 13 
ND 200 122 18 36 19 4 
SD 387 246 60 113 46 5 


Bail 
Revoked/ 
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Table H-11A. (Continued) 


em -e re een een res ere a er ee ee 


Bail Violations and Action Taken by Court 


Defendants Total No Change Conditions Bail 
Total Defendants Wit. Violations Violations in Conditions Changed Revoked/ 
Circuit and District Cases Closed Released | _ Reported Reported | onRelease | onfRelease | Detained 

9TH 14,834 5,600 934 1,628 865 219 544 

AK 220 146 12 23 15 1 7 
AZ 3,276 770 150 299 162 31 106 
CA,N 1,018 518 92 138 96 15 27 
CA,E 842 228 20 32 1 0 21 
CA,C 2,058 946 69 123 79 13 31 
CA,S 3,714 866 176 279 153 64 62 
HI 311 192 58 106 43 15 48 
ID 203 131 22 45 23 7 15 
MT 398 308 56 101 14 17 70 
NV 660 407 51 105 39 13 53 
OR 823 295 74 149 75 19 55 
WA,E 268 113 12 22 15 0 7 
WA,W 888 575 103 148 109 19 20 
GUAM 128 87 33 51 29 4 18 
NMI 27 18 6 7 2 1 4 
10TH 3,945 2,265 472 812 526 70 216 

co 600 297 56 103 68 12 23 
KS 528 342 40 67 40 6 21 
NM 1,231 634 144 237 165 7 65 
OK,N 329 193 68 142 124 3 15 
OK,E 110 62 7 10 3 0 7 
OK,W 610 458 89 127 89 19 19 
UT 383 181 55 94 26 23 45 
wy 154 98 13 32 11 0 21 
11TH 7,270 3,858 637 1,186 728 114 344 

AL,N 477 368 12 18 1 0 17 
AL,M 207 153 25 42 19 1 22 
AL,S 432 248 71 172 87 23 62 
FL,N 471 208 18 23 12 2 9 
FL.M 1,601 816 141 248 113 47 88 
FL,S 2,429 1,039 237 451 384 31 36 
GA,N 841 470 47 79 21 4 54 
GA,M 517 380 16 86 56 1 29 
GA,S 295 176 40 67 35 5 27 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Table H-12. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Circumstances Involved in Violations Reported 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Total Electronic Residential 
Circuit and District Violations Drugs Violence Weapons Reporting Monitoring Treatment Other 
TOTAL 10,006 5,160 258 70 481 354 188 3,495 
1ST 343 160 18 3 33 12 3 114 
ME 23 7 1 2 1 1 0 11 
MA 191 74 10 0 25 2 0 80 
NH 45 24 6 0 0 1 0 14 
Ri 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
PR 82 53 1 1 7 8 3 9 
2ND 498 229 14 3 12 21 4 215 
CT 34 15 1 0 2 0 0 16 
NY.N 98 71 2 0 7 1 4 13 
NYE 58 17 1 0 0 1 0 39 
NYS 97 26 3 1 0 1 0 66 
NY, W 136 59 7 2 2 16 0 50 
VT 75 41 0 0 1 2 0 31 
3RD 326 126 13 3 5 22 2 155 
DE 12 5 0 0 3 2 0 2 
NJ 106 33 5 0 1 14 0 53 
PA.E 135 4 3 2 0 4 2 77 
PA.M 44 28 3 0 0 0 0 13 
PA.W 23 12 2 0 1 2 0 6 
Vi 6 1 0 1 0 0 0 4 
4TH 1,411 847 31 7 27 58 7 434 
MD 203 115 9 3 2 17 7 50 
NCE 99 63 3 0 1 3 0 29 
NC.M 15 5 0 0 1 0 0 9 
NCW 74 30 1 0 2 12 0 29 
sc 248 177 7 1 0 6 0 57 
VA.E 563 350 4 0 13 9 0 187 
VA.W 64 43 3 1 7 0 0 10 
WV.N ,76 32 3 1 0 5 0 35 
WV,S 69 32 1 1 1 6 0 28 


SS 
Q 


4 


— eee 
Table H-12. (Continued) 


vou T ni. ane - a, : T T 
Total | Electronic Residential | 

Circuit and District Violations Drugs Violence Weapons Reporting » | —__— 3 _ Treatment | Other 
5TH 1,274 605 26 8 25 36 28 546 

LA.E 59 29 2 0 7 6 3 12 
LA.M 1 0 @0 1 0 0 0 0 
LA,W 13 3 1 0 1 1 0 7 
MS.N 52 31 0 0 0 2 0 19 
MS,S 66 43 0 0 1 3 19 
TX,N 246 109 8 2 8 6 0 113 
TX,E 65 43 1 1 3 0 0 17 
™,S 260 103 7 3 2 13 0 132 
TX,W 512 244 7 1 3 5 25 227 
6TH 935 455 26 12 14 52 4 372 

KY,E 77 54 4 1 0 2 1 15 
KYW 81 45 3 1 2 14 0 16 
MIE 136 38 4 3 é 2 0 89 
MI.W 79 41 3 1 0 ) QO 34 
OH,N 172 95 4 0 1 15 0 57 
OH,.S 163 93 1 4 0 13 0 52 
TNE 80 51 4 1 11 1 2 10 
™N.M 33 10 1 0 0 2 0 20 
™N.W 114 28 2 1 0 3 1 79 
7TH 397 204 14 3 21 42 0 113 

1L,N 105 54 6 2 10 9 0 24 
IL,C 57 31 0 1 1 0 0 24 
iL.S 34 13 2 0 2 2 0 15 
IN.N 30 12 0 0 0 1 0 17 
INS 11 1 1 0 0 1 0 8 
WILE 116 74 4 0 0 19 0 19 
Wi,w 44 19 1 0 8 10 0 6 
8TH 1,196 741 34 8 13 17 45 338 

ARE 234 201 1 0 0 6 5 21 
AR,W 11 4 0 0 0 0 0 7 
1A,N 103 62 5 0 1 2 2 31 
\A.S 74 56 1 1 0 1 1 14 
MN 62 21 1 0 1 1 1 37 
MO,.E 267 141 12 3 2 6 16 87 
MO,W 241 155 1 3 1 0 12 69 
NE 55 38 1 1 0 0 1 
ND 36 16 4 0 1 0 2 13 
SD 113 47 8 0 7 1 48 


474 
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Table H-12. (Continued) 


T T T 
| | | | 
Total | | | Electronic § — Residential 

Circuit and District Violations Drugs | Violence a Weapons | Reporting | Monitoring | Treatment | Other 
9TH 1,628 859 46 9 92 41 53 528 

AK 23 7 0 1 0 3 0 12 
AZ 299 143 5 2 1 3 19 126 
CA,N 138 74 4 0 18 0 10 32 
CAE 32 14 0 0 0 0 1 17 
CAC 123 50 5 1 0 0 3 64 
CAS 279 180 10 1 29 1 4 54 
HI 106 56 1 1 1 8 1 38 
1D 45 24 2 1 0 4 0 14 
MT 101 70 3 2 2 1 0 23 
NV 105 47 5 0 0 3 2 48 
OR 149 86 6 0 0 2 6 49 
WA,E 22 9 1 0 2 1 0 9 
WA.W 148 58 3 0 28 14 7 38 
GUAM 51 36 0 0 11 1 0 3 
NMI 7 5 1 0 0 0 0 1 
10TH 812 376 16 9 15 27 32 337 

co 103 53 4 0 0 2 7 37 
KS 67 26 1 0 2 1 4 33 
NM 237 100 1 4 1 14 12 105 
OK,N 142 84 0 0 0 8 0 50 
OK,E 10 6 1 0 0 0 2 
OK,W 127 54 7 2 9 0 0 55 
UT 94 38 2 2 2 1 9 40 
wy 32 15 0 0 1 1 0 "5 
11TH 1,186 558 20 5 224 26 10 343 

ALN 18 9 0 0 0 1 0 8 
ALM 4c 33 0 0 9) 0 0 9 
ALS 172 117 3 1 2 3 0 46 
FL.N 23 15 1 0 1 0 0 6 
FL.M 248 139 4 0 6 8 4 87 
FL.S 451 111 6 3 214 7 1 10S 
GA.N 79 37 2 0 0 1 5 34 
GA.M 86 58 3 0 0 1 0 24 
GA,.S 67 39 1 1 1 5 0 20 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
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Table H-13. 


U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Cases Closed, by Type of Disposition, 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Circuit and District 


TOTAL 


1ST 


2NU 


3RD 


PAF 
PAM 
PA W 


4TH 


4,653 


Diemissed 


5,693 


174 


Acquitted 


39 


35 


48 


Convicted 


2,338 


Convicted/ 
Fine Only 


606 


25 


196 


Closed 
by Transter 


5,064 


259 


Waived 
to PTD’ 


731 


63 


Lacaped 
From 
Custody 


Failure to 
Appear 


778 


NGRI"" 


Other 


1,781 
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Table H-13. (Continued) 


LA. 
LA.M 
LA,W 
MS,.N 
MS.S 
TX.N 
TX 
TX.S 
TX.W 


KY.E 
KYW 
Mie 
MI,W 
OH.N 
OHS 
TN.E 
™N.M 
TN. W 


IL,N 
ILC 
IL.S 
INN 
INS 
WILE 
WI Ww 


ARE 
AR. W 
lA.N 
IAS 
MN 
MO.E 
MO.W 
NE 
ND 
sD 


Circuit and District 


5TH 


6TH 


7TH 


8TH 


Cases 
Closed 


5A4 
1122 


ee 


4959 


4,959 
164 
138 

1,428 


Dismissed 


261 


Acquitted 


68 


Convicted 


w 


Convicted, 
Fine Only 


21 


by Transter 


Closed 


208 


Waived 
to PTD’ 


38 


Escaped 
From 
Custody 


Failure to 
Appear 


NGRI"* 


Other 


46 


LLL EEL A ET ES TCL. NN RN NESS theatre Ss eh ess SRSA SR ne SC HN 


Table H-13. (Continued) 


Escaped 


Cases Convicted Closed Waived From Failureto 
Circuit and District Closed Dismissed Acquitted Convicted Fine Only | by Transter to PTD’ Custody Appear NGRI"* Other 

OTH 14,634 1,244 89 11,320 223 1,330 117 0 133 2 376 
AK 2 | if 16¢ 4 | 1 { 
A7 127% 18a 10 1a) 14 1yYy 18 «t 
CA.N 1018 B4 . 5Y 11 9 1 18 
CA, t 84, 1 683 6 ; f i 
CA. 58 193 1f 1.153 ( 61 Q 1 1 15 
CA,! 1714 164 1 11 0 BS 8 4, { 15 
al 411 1¢ . 58 0 : 0 ( 0 0 
iD 03 146 ) j 1 
MT 198 47 4 114 4 { r 
NV 66 44 5 423 141 H 1 
OR A243 58 4 61° / 64 4 a: 
WA E 268 21 1( 198 rf f 4 
WA .W stats! aI fe) ho8 } 69 11 { 
GUAM 128 30 91 6 
NMI 3 24 

10TH 3,945 462 41 2,710 112 229 60 4 115 1 211 
CO 60 gf ; 4 / 
KS # 4) | af ; 19 f 19 
NM 1,23 13¢ 1 R61 11 147 
OK.N 429 BR 4 1 1¢ 
OK .¢ 24 64 
OK.W ' ‘ } 174 ); / 4; 4 
UT if9 ‘ 1 24 ‘ : Q ‘ 1( 
WY 154 é 131 re { f 

11TH 7,270 464 122 5,632 3 840 33 0 82 0 74 
AL.N 477 30 394 30 1 ( 4 
AL.M 207 19 f 175 6 () 1 
ALS 43 28 388 M ( 
FL.N 471 22 7 374 | 49 Q) : Q a 
FL.M 601 61 2 1,26 1 1 9 14 33 
FL.S 2.429 16 48 1.814 140 } 47 0 11 
GAN 841 81 1 5 a( 1 153 } 1 
GA.M 1 62 5 196 ( 6 é 
GAS 95 15 8 251 18 { 
NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
PT[ PRETRIAL DIVERSION 
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Table J-1. 


U.S. District Courts—Grand Juror Service 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


District 


TOTAL 


DC 


1ST 
ME 
MA 
NH 
Ri 
PR 


2ND 
CT 
NY,N 
NYE 
NY,S 
NY,.W 
VT 


3RD 
DE 
NJ 
PA,E 
PA,M 
PA,W 
Vi 


Total Serving 
in the Period 


1,352 


33 
11 


Sessions 


Convened 


9,764 


412 


42 
398 
38 
56 
88 


100 
123 
465 
692 
139 

56 


25 
242 
270 
100 

95 

58 


Jurors 
in Session 


193,805 


8,133 


814 
7,563 
801 
1,095 
1,687 


1,942 
2,427 
8,732 
13,528 
2,862 
1,098 


517 
4,648 
5,328 
1,952 
1,997 
1,115 


754 


Hours 
in Session 


51,603 


2,075 


281 
611 
179 
239 
489 


—_ 


635 
614 
2,169 
2,625 
611 
219 


102 
971 
,314 
546 
568 
250 


—s 


| 


Average 
Number Jurors 
per Session 


19.8 


19.7 


19.4 
19.0 
21.1 
19.6 
19.2 


19.4 
19.7 
18.8 
19.5 
20.6 
19 6 


20.7 
19.2 
19.7 
19.5 
21.0 
19.2 


Average 
Number Hours 
per Session 


5.3 


5.0 


6.0 
43 
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Table J-1. (Continued) 


Average Average 
Total Serving Sessions Jurors Hours Number Jurors Number Hours 
District in the Period Convened in Session in Session per Session per Session 

4TH 
MD 34 143 2,809 809 19.6 5.7 
NC.E 11 33 687 255 20.8 7.7 
NC,.M 4 22 454 175 20.6 8.0 
NC,W 10 43 863 331 20.1 7.7 
SC 13 83 1,772 533 21.3 6.4 
VA,E 38 250 5,144 1,484 20.6 5.9 
VA,W 13 67 1,422 410 21.2 6.1 
WV,N 8 33 670 187 20.3 5.7 
WV,.S 13 93 1,884 590 20.3 6.3 

5TH 
LA,E 16 88 1,735 453 19.7 5.1 
© LA,M 5 33 632 174 19.2 5.3 
LA,W 7 50 1,089 269 21.8 5.4 
MS,N 10 24 481 163 20.0 6.8 
MS,S 6 41 822 246 20.0 6.0 
TX,N 21 89 1,745 547 19.6 6.1 
TX,E 9 69 1,372 377 19.9 5.5 
TX,S 36 247 4,964 1,262 20.1 5.1 
TX,W 41 173 3,459 805 20.0 4.7 

6TH 
KY,E 14 54 1,149 242 21.3 4.5 
KY ,W 5 48 884 194 18.4 4.0 
MI,E 31 234 4,691 1,207 20.0 5.2 
MI,W 13 76 1,550 387 20.4 5.1 
OH,N 26 128 2,530 705 19.8 5.5 
OH,S 11 94 1,880 521 20.0 5.5 
TN,E 17 67 1,330 428 19.9 6.4 
TN.M 6 36 724 206 20.1 5.7 
TN,W 11 85 1,756 493 20.7 5.8 
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Table J-1. (Continued) 


| | | | 
| | Average Average 
Total Serving Sessions Jurors Hours | Number Jurors Number Hours 
a... _ rere | Sees | Sone mSeemen | perSeemen | fer Sessiee 

7TH 
IL,N 15 175 3,555 1,134 20.3 6.5 
IL,C 8 46 924 282 20.1 6.1 
IL,S 11 38 797 152 21.0 4.0 
IN,N 12 57 1,152 358 202 6.3 
IN,S 10 44 880 215 20.0 4.9 
WI,E 6 50 1,001 242 20.0 4.8 
WI,W 3 20 408 94 20.4 4.7 

8TH 
AR,E 5 69 1,410 534 20.4 7.7 
AR,W 3 13 269 67 20.7 5.2 
1A,N 13 57 1,142 377 20.0 6.6 
1A,S 10 41 840 267 20.5 6.5 
MN 14 92 1,861 556 20.2 6.0 
MO,E 11 99 1,995 496 20.2 5.0 
MO,W 18 94 1,976 597 21.0 6.4 
NE 4 32 670 210 20.9 6.6 
NO 4 14 288 81 20.6 5.8 
SD 11 33 676 245 20.5 7.4 

9TH 
AK 3 30 618 183 20.6 6.1 
AZ 19 166 3,250 910 19.6 §.§ 
CA,N 13 178 3,424 889 19.2 5.0 
CA,E 2) 101 1,957 628 19.4 6.2 
CA,C 48 351 7,013 1,870 20.0 5.3 
CA,S 15 224 4,274 1,348 19.1 6.0 
HI 6 67 1,324 256 19.8 3.8 
ID 4 36 776 264 21.6 7.3 
MT 9 25 504 190 20.2 7.6 
NV 9 87 1,631 430 18.7 4.9 
OR 20 88 1,738 515 19.8 5.9 
WA,E 9 41 855 214 20.9 5.2 
WA,W 9 97 2,085 606 21.5 6.2 
GUAM 7 48 932 216 19.4 4.5 
NMI 5 7 154 92 22.0 13.1 


Table J-1. (Continued) 


Hours 


in Session 
——— | 


Total Serving Sessions Jurors 
District in the Period Convened in Session 
10TH 
CO 9 88 1,689 
KS 12 52 1,066 
NM 5 52 1,036 
OK,N 5 46 939 
OK,E 8 14 318 
OK,W 8 58 1,175 
UT 7 45 890 
WY 5 24 532 
11TH 
AL,N 13 66 1,363 
AL,M 7 13 289 
AL,S 15 29 612 
FL,N 8 60 1,253 
FL.M 36 272 5,292 
FL,S 51 431 8,412 
GA,N 19 119 2,298 
GA,M 7 25 499 
GA,S 5 48 1,026 


478 
365 
308 
275 

97 
337 
199 
176 


431 
79 
187 
381 
1,484 
2,158 
755 
146 
278 


Average 
Number Jurors 
per Session 


19.2 
20.5 
19.9 
20.4 
22.7 
20.3 
19.8 
22.2 


20.7 
22.2 
21.1 
20.9 
19.5 
19.5 
19.3 
20.0 
21.4 


Average 
Number Hours 


per Session 
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Table J-2. 
U.S. District Courts—Petit Juror Service on Days Jurors Were Selected for Trial 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


bc 


ME 
MA 
NH 
RI 
PR 


CT 
NY.N 
NYE 
NYS 
NY W 
VT 


DE 
NJ 
PAE 
PAM 
PAW 
VI 


MD 

NCE 
NC .M 
NC W 
SC 

VAE 
VA.W 
WYV.N 
wvs 


District Total 
TOTAL 364,072 
7,647 
1ST 
‘ 526 
6.044 


1,806 


' 645 


2ND 


3RD 


yy & Ww 
wo om w& 
on wm 
a sn ~w 


4TH 


| 


Percent 
Selected 


27.5 


20.9 


Percent 
Challenged 


39.5 


36.6 


Number of Jurors Present for Jury Selection or Orientation 


Percent Not Selected or Challenged 


Overall 


33.0 


Voir Dire’ 


20.3 


Non. 
Voir Dire’ 


12.7 


Total 
Juries Selected 


9,771 


134 


Number of Trials Starting on the Same 


(Civil and Criminal) Total 


7,969 


132 


159 


139 
365 


159 


Day the Jury Was Selected 


Percent 
Civil 


56.9 


37.1 


588 
66 / 
66 7 
50 0 


60 5 


Percent 


Criminal 


43.1 
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Table J-2. (Continued) 


6TH 


7TH 


District 


Total 


» 794 


$45 
AD? 
HAY 
7/49 
O60 
479 
455 


057 


993 
040 
46/7 
020 
457 


Percent 
Selected 


| 
| 


i 


Percent 
Challenged 


44 0 


418 


| 


Number of Jurors Present for Jury Selection or Orientation 


Percent Not Selected or Challenged 


Overall 


vi 


| 


| 
| 


Voir Dire’ 


| 


Non 
Voir Dire’ 


116 


Juries Selected 


| Total 
| 
| 


(Civil and Criminal) 


Number of Trials Starting on the Same 


Total 


| 


Day the Jury Was Selected 


Percent 
Civil 


66 0 
7438 


Percent 


Criminal 
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Table J-2. (Continued) 


! 


| Number of Jurors Present for Jury Selection or Orientation ee Trials Starting on the Same 
ay the Jury Was Selected 
| | | | Percent Not Selected or Challenged Total 
| Percent’ | Percent Non. | Juries Selected | | Percent Percent 
District Total Selected | Challenged | Overall Voir Dire’ | Voir Dire’ (Civil and Criminal) | Total Civil Criminal 
9TH 
AK 1,285 246 4.1 413 40 7 06 rf, 25 v0 68 0 
AZ 7,003 19! 474 1 237 94 122 119 28 67 2 
CA.N 4.271 19 2 413 195 1 144 AO 40 60.0 40 0 
CAE 2,584 299 19.6 10.5 240 66 74 ii 486 514 
CAC 12,679 196 480 123 2.2 101 237 37 40 1 599 
CAS 5.014 11.0 399 29.1 155 13.6 127 127 0 5 79 5 
HI 2,057 204 475 121 25.2 69 43 17 471 529 
ID 1,022 32.8 440 23.2 3.2 0.0 12 12 438 56 3 
MT 1,717 281 35.4 16 6 133 13.3 42 19 23.1 769 
NV 3,066 26.0 189 42 249 103 75 75 447 653 
OR 3,303 237 73.0 13 0.0 13 79 79 658 44 2 
WA E 1,206 294 411 294 218 76 29 25 240 76.0 
WA.W 2,544 31.5 443 242 17.2 7.0 83 83 542 458 
GUAM 973 15.0 348 50.2 50 2 00 11 11 00 100 0 
NMI 114 116 404 281 17! 10.5 } } 13.3 66 7 
10TH 
CO 4042 256 239 50 4 490 15 115 105 70 5 295 
KS 3,657 28.4 25.6 451 32 4 12.6 G2 G2 543 457 
NM 4,177 299 18 8 11.3 109 204 113 74 12 4 67 6 
OK.N 1,790 30.3 16.5 13.2 30.3 29 54 43 651 349 
OK. 755 438 131 23.0 23.0 0.0 40 20 65.0 35.0 
OK .W 3,639 289 27.6 436 26.3 173 116 92 67.4 32 6 
UT 1,682 271 39.4 33.5 16.5 170 38 38 474 526 
WwY 796 34.3 36.8 289 209 8.0 27 27 63.0 37.0 
11TH 
AL.N 3,830 29.7 34.1 36.2 4.1 32.1 111 111 67.6 32.4 
AL.M 1,813 46 4 29.7 23.9 23.4 04 85 37 703 29.7 
AL.S 3,608 36.1 58.5 54 02 9.0 104 4 0.0 100 0 
FL.N 3,507 38.9 43.6 17.5 74 10.1 113 71 31.0 69.0 
FL.M 7,427 36 4 32.3 o1.d 18.2 13.1 254 242 517 48 3 
FL.S 14,897 28.2 40.8 31.0 13.5 17.4 345 338 27.9 72.5 
GA,.N 6,024 26.1 34.1 39.8 16.5 23.3 158 151 58 3 417 
GA.M 2,209 35.3 28.4 36.3 27.4 88 62 42 52.4 476 
GA.S 1,843 39.0 444 16.5 11.9 46 68 39 53.8 46.2 
NOTE THIS TABLE INCLUDES DATA ON JURY SELECTION DAYS ONLY DATA ON JUROR SERVICE AFTER THE SELECTION DAY ARE NOT INCLUDED THEREFORE, A DISTRICT THAT SELECTS A JURY ON ONE DAY 


AND BEGINS TRIAL AT A LATER DATE WILL SHOW JUROR ACTIVITY BUT WILL NOT SHOW TRIAL ACTIVITY 
JURORS WHO COMPLETED PRE-SCREENING QUESTIONNAIRES OR WERE IN THE COURTROOM DURING THE CONDUCTING OF VOIR DIRE 


OTHER JURORS NOT SELECTED OR CHALLENGED WHO WERE NOT CALLED TO THE COURTROOM OR OTHERW 


DUE 


TO ROUNDING 


PERCENTS MAY NOT TOTAIL 
BUT WERE NOT SELECTED OR CHALLENGED 


NOT PARTICIPATE IN THE ACTUAL VOIR DIRE 


A44¢ 


100 0 PERCENT 


Representations 


by District 


TOTAL 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER' 


AL, S* 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


AL, M* 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


AK 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


TOT: AR E/w 


CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 
OTHER 


AR, E 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


Pending 
October 1, 1996 


19,537 
11,855 
2,909 
4,773 


113 
50 
46 
17 


91 
42 
31 
1€ 


81 
10 


Cases Opened 


53,112 
32,738 

2,935 
17,439 


266 
130 

30 
106 


360 
218 

16 
126 


286 
181 
12 
93 


Cases 
Closed 


52,195 
31,850 

2,938 
17,407 


Table K-1. 
Federal Defender Organizations—Summary of Representations, by District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Pending 
September 30, 1997 


20,454 
12,743 
2,906 
4,805 


117 
49 
41 


Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1996 Cases Opened Closed | September 30, 1997 
AR, W 19 74 72 21 
CRIMINAL 12 37 4) 
APPEALS 4 4 5 
OTHER 3 33 26 10 
AZ 578 3,272 3,052 798 
CRIMINAL 435 2,767 2,624 578 
APPEALS 52 54 55 51 
OTHER 91 451 373 169 
CA, N 648 972 1,031 589 
CRIMINAL 494 744 780 458 
APPEALS 38 13 22 29 
OTHER 116 215 229 102 
CA, E 592 1,741 1,812 521 
CRIMINAL 397 1,104 1,181 320 
APPEALS 82 68 78 72 
OTHER 113 569 553 129 
CA,C 978 2,217 2,204 991 
CRIMINAL 480 1,204 1,171 513 
APPEALS 177 145 159 163 
OTHER 321 868 874 315 
CA, S* 722 4,729 4,628 823 
CRIMINAL 555 2,319 2,215 659 
APPEALS 82 78 70 90 
OTHER 85 2,332 2,343 74 
TOT: CO/WY 251 745 746 250 
CRIMINAL 171 470 497 144 
APPEALS 47 71 62 56 
OTHER 33 204 187 50 


Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations 
by District 


Pending 


October 1, 1996 


co 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 
OTHER 


wy 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 
OTHER 


CT 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 


©o OTHER 


DC 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


FL,N 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


FL,M 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


FL,S 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


210 
137 
43 
30 


41 
34 


144 
102 
11 
31 


676 
281 

90 
305 


145 
71 
53 
21 


505 
296 
105 
104 


1,263 
649 
338 
276 


Cases 

Cases Opened a _ Closed 
625 636 
391 422 
62 56 
172 158 
120 110 
79 75 

9 6 

32 29 
276 256 
157 139 
5 14 
114 103 
884 1,007 
482 518 
75 82 
327 407 
576 568 
396 390 
55 5< 
125 125 
1,269 1,268 
726 717 
78 77 
465 474 
1,866 1,878 
1,002 1,052 
243 249 
621 577 


473 


Pending 


September 30, 1997 


199 
106 
49 
44 


51 
38 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
= by District October 1, 1996 Cases Opened | Closed : Se September 30, 1997 ig fas 

GA, N* 390 1,201 1,222 369 
CRIMINAL 205 562 555 212 
APPEALS 108 63 83 88 
OTHER 77 576 584 69 
TOT: Hi, GU 286 901 828 359 
CRIMINAL 205 693 615 283 
APPEALS 21 18 22 17 
OTHER 60 190 191 59 

HI 242 759 716 285 
CRIMINAL 177 605 553 229 
APPEALS 13 14 17 10 
OTHER 52 140 146 46 
GU 44 142 112 74 
CRIMINAL 28 88 62 54 
APPEALS 8 4 5 7 
OTHER 8 50 45 13 
iL, N° 396 776 765 407 
CRIMINAL 184 357 355 186 
APPEALS 16 19 22 13 
OTHER 196 400 388 208 
IL, C 90 238 227 101 
CRIMINAL 58 143 142 59 
APPEALS 22 42 39 25 
OTHER 10 53 46 17 


774 


Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations 
by District 


iL, 
CRIMINAI 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


IN, S° 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


TOT: 1A, S & N 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


1A, S 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


1A, N 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


KS 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


Pending 
October 1, 1996 


169 
6Y 


160 
113 
30 
17 


Cases Opened 


Cases 
Closed 


Pending 


September 30, 1997 


143 


Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations 
by District 


KY, W" 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


LA, E 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


TOT: LA, M/W 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


LA, 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


LA, W 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


MD 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


Pending 
October 1, 1996 


39 
28 


29 
20 


Cases Opened 


181 
105 
18 
58 


376 
204 

48 
124 


155 


1,126 
877 
42 
207 


Cases 
Closed 


1,182 
919 
32 
231 


Pending 
September 30, 1997 


72 
40 
14 
18 


156 
98 
38 
20 


84 
54 
18 
12 


31 
22 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1996 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1997 
TOT: MA/NH 290 300 305 285 
CRIMINAL 177 205 196 186 
APPEALS 44 18 30 32 
OTHER 69 77 79 67 
MA 241 216 214 243 
CRIMINAL 139 150 131 158 
APPEALS 37 10 22 25 
OTHER 65 56 61 60 
NH 49 84 91 42 
CRIMINAL 38 55 65 28 
APPEALS 7 8 8 7 
OTHER 4 21 18 
Mi, E* 312 1,105 1,060 357 
CRIMINAL 220 760 726 254 
APPEALS 41 38 35 44 
OTHER 51 307 299 59 
Mi, W 43 100 107 36 
CRIMINAL 35 74 85 24 
APPEALS 2 10 1 11 
OTHER 6 16 21 1 
MN 146 396 390 152 
CRIMINAL 78 198 195 81 
APPEALS 38 49 45 42 
OTHER 30 149 150 29 


497 


Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations 


(ae ee 


Pending 


by District October 1, 1996 Cases Opened 
MO, E 218 589 
CRIMINAL 114 318 
APPEALS 35 35 
OTHER 69 236 
MO, W? 166 512 
CRIMINAL 97 161 
APPEALS 16 24 
OTHER 53 327 
MT* 131 311 
CRIMINAL 96 266 
APPEALS 22 36 
OTHER 13 9 
NE 115 331 
CRIMINAL 70 167 
APPEALS 15 23 
OTHER 30 141 
NV 321 819 
CRIMINAL 202 413 
APPEALS 33 44 
OTHER 86 362 
TOT: NJ, DEL 613 1,463 
CRIMINAL 451 1,062 
APPEALS 40 65 
OTHER 122 336 
NJ 570 1,294 
CRIMINAL 423 938 
APPEALS 35 55 
OTHER 112 301 


Cases 


Closed 


552 
292 

35 
225 


527 
186 

26 
315 


Pending 
September 30, 1997 


151 


156 
112 
31 
13 


141 
81 
15 
45 


349 
207 
44 
98 


545 
418 
39 
88 


487 
368 
36 
83 


Representations 
by District 


DEL 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


NM 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


TOT: NY, S/E/A* 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 
“OTHER 


NY, E* 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


NY, S/E - APPEALS 


CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 
OTHER 


NY, S* 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


Pending 


October 1, 1996 


Cases Opened 


43 


169 
124 
10 
35 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


Pending 
September 30, 1997 


58 
50 


484 
325 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1996 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1997 
NY, W 145 313 292 166 
CRIMINAL 112 172 156 128 
APPEALS 3 14 10 7 
OTHER 30 127 126 31 
NC,E 378 702 736 344 
CRIMINAL 160 314 336 138 
APPEALS 92 63 66 89 
OTHER 126 325 334 117 
NC,M 148 374 356 166 
| CRIMINAL 64 195 178 81 
APPEALS 52 45 47 50 
OTHER 32 134 131 35 
OH, N 124 353 384 93 
CRIMINAL 75 167 179 63 
APPEALS 23 20 34 9 
OTHER 26 166 171 21 
OH, S 154 430 370 214 
CRIMINAL 117 291 253 155 
APPEALS 20 20 17 23 
OTHER 17 119 100 36 
TOT: OK N/E 109 241 258 92 
CRIMINAL 67 138 162 43 
APPEALS 16 21 20 17 


OTHER 26 82 76 32 


(SR ATI NEESER et TAI SELLY II I DI IE IE SITE EE OILED OTE DIGIT TEED IOLA TALEND EDEN EDEL LET CLINE DLS 
Table K-1. (Continued) 


CG | 
Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1996 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1997 

OK, N 83 165 179 69 
CRIMINAL 52 97 115 34 
APPEALS 12 15 14 13 
OTHER 19 53 50 22 
OK, E 26 76 79 23 

CRIMINAL 15 41 47 

APPEALS 4 6 6 
OTHER 7 29 26 10 
OK, W 180 539 534 185 
CRIMINAL 58 121 126 53 
© APPEALS 27 23 38 12 
OTHER 95 395 370 120 
OR 593 1,110 1,195 508 
CRIMINAL 259 504 554 209 
APPEALS 92 96 119 69 
OTHER 242 510 522 230 
PA, E* 582 765 736 611 
CRIMINAL 234 413 359 288 
APPEALS 33 29 27 35 
OTHER 315 323 350 288 
PA,M 217 385 400 202 
CRIMINAL 94 211 203 102 
APPEALS 32 28 26 34 
OTHER 91 146 171 66 


. 
S 


eT 
Table K-1. (Continued) 
| | | 
Representations | Pending | | Cases | Pending 

by District October 1, 1996 | Cases Opened Closed | September 30, 1997 
PA, W 144 264 286 122 
CRIMINAL 67 146 144 69 
APPEALS 27 35 42 20 
OTHER 50 83 100 33 
PR 157 365 380 142 
CRIMINAL 96 245 241 100 
APPEALS 23 23 31 15 
OTHER 38 97 108 27 
sc 235 797 744 288 
CRIMINAL 165 523 489 199 
oO APPEALS 36 44 41 39 
OTHER 34 230 214 50 
™,M 221 394 396 219 
CRIMINAL 136 285 299 122 
APPEALS 21 21 18 24 
OTHER 64 88 79 73 
TN, E* 200 321 296 225 
CRIMINAL 107 166 150 123 
APPEALS 43 30 31 42 
OTHER 50 125 115 60 
TN, W 112 276 220 168 
CRIMINAL 69 179 132 116 
APPEALS 29 17 20 26 


OTHER 14 80 68 26 


a 
Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1996 | Cases Opened | Closed | September 30, 1997 
TX, N 299 928 916 311 
CRIMINAL 169 591 583 177 
APPEALS 74 111 88 97 
OTHER 56 226 245 37 
TX,E 138 329 293 174 
CRIMINAL 99 233 203 129 
APPEALS 30 43 40 33 
OTHER 9 53 50 12 
™,S 484 2,340 2,236 588 
CRIMINAL 335 1,662 1,581 416 
APPEALS 81 112 87 106 
OTHER 68 566 568 66 
TX, W 771 3,574 3,169 1,176 
CRIMINAL 580 2,783 2,447 916 
APPEALS 80 86 74 92 
OTHER 111 705 648 168 
vi 111 214 246 79 
CRIMINAL 89 170 197 62 
APPEALS 11 15 13 13 
OTHER 11 29 36 4 
TOT: WA,E/AD* 163 562 544 181 
CRIMINAL 98 291 296 93 
APPEALS 40 55 38 57 
OTHER 25 216 210 31 
WA, E* 105 407 405 107 
CRIMINAL 60 201 201 60 
APPEALS 23 28 21 30 
OTHER 22 178 183 17 
403 


Table K-1. (Continued) 


Representations 
by District 


iD* 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


WA, W 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


wv,s 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 


OTHER REPRESENTATIONS INCLUDE COURT-DIRECTED PRISONER, BAIL/PRESENTMENT, WITNI 
TOTAL INCLUDES 86 COURT-DIRECTED PRISONER REPRESENTATIONS OF INMATES OF THE US MEDICAL CENTER FOR FEDERAL PRISONERS AT SPRINGFIELD. MIS! 


* COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATION 


Pending 
October 1, 1996 


152 


77 


Cases Opened 


155 
90 
27 
38 


1,469 
1,154 
38 
277 


370 
108 
32 

_ 230 


S PROBATION REVOCATION 


_—— 


AND PAROLE REVOCATION REPRESENTATIONS 


Cases 
Closed 


139 
95 
17 
27 


1,463 
1,157 
36 
270 


397 
91 
39 

267 


Pending 
September 30, 1997 


74 
33 
27 
14 


359 
237 
27 
95 


125 
56 
29 
40 


Table M-1. 
U.S. District Courts—Misdemeanor Defendants Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges, 
by Nature of Offense, During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Circuit and District Total Traffic Theft Food/Drug Weapons | Trespass | Mail | Assault | Fraud Other 

TOTAL 10,177 4,339 1,753 988 57 78 59 133 1,577 1,193 
DC 144 : 18 : : ° 6 2 48 7 

1ST 9 ° 3 ° : . - 1 1 4 
ME 5 . 3 . . : 1 1 
MA 4 1 3 
NH 
RI 
PR 

2ND 318 21 30 13 4 . 11 7 107 125 
CT 5 ° 1 1 ° . ° . 1 2 
NY,N 190 17 6 3 1 2 2 63 96 
NYE 24 . 5 ; 2 2 7 8 
NY,S 53 3 8 ° 1 5 4 22 10 
NY,W 44 1 10 8 ° ° 2 1 14 8 
VT 2 ° ° 1 ° . . ° . 1 

3RD 243 2 113 53 2 2 1 6 37 27 
DE 1 ° 5 ° ° ° : 1 2 3 
NJ 210 ° 102 51 2 1 1 1 33 19 
PAE 13 2 4 . . 1 2 1 3 
PA,M 8 . 2 2 ° : : 2 2 
PA,W 1 ° ° . . . - 1 
Vi . . - . . . ; 

4TH 2,336 1,181 446 324 18 4 5 40 56 262 
MD 92 42 22 9 3 . 5 11 
NCE 383 176 116 46 : . 8 4 33 
NC.M 5 ; ; ° . 2 2 1 
NCW 20 : 2 12 : 2 1 3 
SC 37 4 7 5 : 1 9 11 
VA,.E 1,759 959 296 249 15 2 1 24 23 190 
VA,W 28 3 3 1 2 15 4 
WV.N . . . : 
WV,S 12 ° : ° : 3 9 


SUS 
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Table M-1. (Continued) 
a —— nines 
Circuit and District | Total Traffic | Theft 

5TH 944 25 159 69 
LAE . . 
LA.M 14 . . . 
LA,W 83 3 60 13 
MS.N 4 . . 
MS,S . . . 
TX,N 33 1 14 . 
TX.E 14 . 3 3 
TX,S 124 12 1 9 
TX,.W 672 q 81 44 

6TH 561 73 310 39 
KY,E 4 . . 3 
KY,W 426 49 274 20 
MIE 28 1 8 5 
MI,W 12 1 2 1 
OH,N 6 . 2 1 
OH,S 43 2 18 8 
TN.E 9 1 2 
TN.M 12 1 2 . 
TN.W 21 18 2 1 

7TH 113 28 14 8 
IL,N 39 1 5 3 
IL,C 27 22 . . 
IL,S 15 3 4 4 
INN 12 . 3 
IN,S 2 2 . . 
WIE 12 2 1 
WI,W 6 

8TH 140 22 12 11 
ARE 11 . 2 . 
AR W 18 7 2 
1A.N 5 1 
IA.S ; 
MN 7 . . . 
MO,.E 53 13 1 2 
MO,W S) . 1 3 
NE 11 2 7 
ND 14 . : 
SO 12 1 3 


1 


| Food/Drug | Weapons Trespass | Mail 


1 


1 


ror ae 


618 


61 


Table M-1. (Continued) 


FoowDrug | Weapons | Trespass | 


Circuit and District Total Traffic Theft 

9TH 2,701 1,180 293 314 10 38 14 
AK 36 17 8 2 . . . 
AZ 562 - 17 116 3 3 1 
CA,N 156 25 13 9 1 . 8 
CA,E 161 5 47 31 3 9 1 
CA,C 7 1 : 1 - 
CAS 189 . 3 107 
HI 849 719 72 14 
iD 22 2 . . 
MT 131 100 - 24 
NV 14 1 . 2 . 
OR 18 . 2 1 1 
WA,E 7 1 . . . . 
WA,W 549 309 131 32 3 1 3 
GUAM . 
NMI 

10TH 591 328 117 43 1 3 4 
co 76 18 15 10 1 1 
KS 49 9 25 4 . 
NM 179 164 - 7 2 
OK,N 7 - 4 1 
OK,E 1 - . . 
OK,W 250 136 68 17 . 
UT 21 1 5 5 3 
wy 8 . . 

11TH 2,077 1,479 238 114 8 3 - 
AL,N 43 21 5 3 1 2 
AL.M 76 31 30 8 
AL,S . - - 
FL.N 19 16 1 1 
FL.M 8 1 . 
FL.S 6 - . 1 
GA,N 297 65 48 23 1 
GA,M 1,417 1,270 74 54 1 
GA,S 211 75 81 24 5 


30 
5 
1 


“NON NDY O— . 


21 
14 


w& 


— 
oe - 2 2 WOO - WwW — 


os 


ON © 


205 


_. | J | Fraud | | a 


307 


Table M-1A. 
U.S. District Courts—Misdemeanor Petty Offense Defendants Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges, 
by Nature of Offense, During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Petty Offenses 


Other Disorderly Hunting/ 
Circuit and District Total DUVDWI' Traffic Immigration | Food/Drugs Littering Conduct | Fishing/Camping| Trespassing Theft Other 
TOTAL 75,080 3,256 47,155 11,145 1,275 241 949 2,246 1,336 1,655 5,822 
Dc 610 1 552 0 0 1 11 1 6 12 26 
1ST MA 208 7 169 0 3 0 3 1 8 3 14 
ME 12 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 
NH 8 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
PR 765 28 625 2 1 0 12 1 13 37 46 
Ri 57 11 27 0 0 0 9 0 1 3 6 
2ND CT 199 6 177 0 2 0 1 2 1 0 10 
NY,E 414 3 256 0 12 1 57 1 13 44 27 
NY,N 931 61 686 102 1 0 6 9 29 9 28 
NY,S 423 9 296 0 12 0 16 1 10 31 48 
NY.W 44 3 9 8 1 0 3 0 1 8 11 
VT 12 0 3 7 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
3RD DE 47 2 25 0 0 0 2 1 7 3 7 
NJ 1,201 26 1,040 0 17 1 22 2 29 17 47 
PAE 306 6 187 1 18 0 20 4 7 36 27 
PAM 210 28 99 0 22 0 9 11 1 7 33 
PAW 33 0 12 0 0 0 0 1 1 3 16 
Vi 10 0 5 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
4TH MD 11,039 456 9633 0 133 5 37 174 59 197 345 
NC.E 1,577 2 +2 0 23 7 25 7 78 38 105 
NC.M 38 0 21 0 4 0 0 6 0 7 
NC,W 258 34 47 0 98 0 13 16 17 32 
sc 87 13 44 0 0 0 7 2 1 3 17 
VA,E 6,610 214 5,996 1 12 2 40 An 27 19 252 
VA.W 493 13 198 14 27 12 18 27 4 12 168 
WV,N 15 0 12 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 
WV,S 24 0 8 0 2 3 3 0 0 1 7 
5TH LAE 394 0 309 0 1 0 1 81 0 0 2 
LA.M 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
LA,W 1,107 78 327 0 16 1 24 470 41 62 88 
MS,N 412 30 261 0 3 1 19 43 1 8 46 
MS,.S 444 71 238 0 32 0 14 15 17 31 26 
TX.E 102 0 31 0 4 6 4 23 9 1 24 
TX,N 135 11 27 37 1 0 0 0 1 35 23 
TX,S 7,057 346 21 6,610 7 0 2 6 0 1 64 
TX.W 5,935 167 2,910 2,651 0 0 20 91 34 5 57 


= 
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Table M-1A. (Continued) 


Petty Offenses 


Other Disorderly Hunting/ 
____Cireuit and District L Tote |. BUYDWI' Trattic | immigration | Food/Drugs | Littering | Conduct | Fishing/Camping | Trespassing Theft Other 
6TH KY.E 95 1 20 0 17 5 1 11 0 0 40 
KYW 2,240 172 1,311 0 19 2 40 33 46 196 421 
MIE 66 0 23 0 17 0 4 0 0 7 15 
MiI.W 15 0 1 3 0 0 0 | } 0 7 
OH,N 26 6 4 0 8 0 0 3 0 4 
OH.S 159 35 79 0 13 0 6 0 5 6 15 
TN.E 343 46 156 Q 18 0 6 22 3 16 76 
™N,.M 62 11 15 0 1 0 3 17 2 0 13 
TN.W 101 16 65 0 1 0 0 ? 0 2 10 
7TH iL.C 120 0 110 0 1 0 0 5 0 0 4 
IL,N 268 1 139 0 8 0 43 2 5 9 61 
iL.S 188 0 66 0 7 1 7 15 13 22 57 
IN.N 62 8 21 0 5 0 2 2 3 2 19 
IN.S 100 9 69 0 3 0 0 1 1 1 16 
WILE 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
Wwi,w 5 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
8TH AR.E 32 1 20 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 10 
AR.W 227 56 78 0 16 4 6 11 2 0 54 
1A.N 8 0 0 1 1 3 0 0 0 0 3 
1A,S 86 0 75 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 
MN 89 3 53 0 4 0 1 10 2 2 14 
MO,E 28 10 0 0 3 0 2 1 1 0 1 
MO,.W 638 27 565 0 3 1 1 8 10 10 13 
ND 8 0 3 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 
NE 36 1 14 0 0 0 0 8 2 4 7 
SO 82 0 18 0 2 2 5 13 11 1 30 
oTh AK 444 1 381 5 2 5 3 24 8 2 13 
AZ 2,711 98 326 1,628 89 13 63 51 70 41 332 
CA.C 2,626 94 1,864 0 59 7 35 95 153 81 238 
CA.E 1,868 61 1,144 0 36 25 39 71 42 41 409 
CA,N 2,126 33 1,798 0 40 2 19 30 45 35 124 
CA.S 2,040 43 1,476 64 40 4 0 10 92 198 113 
Hi 994 85 866 0 0 1 1 0 16 0 25 
iD 32 0 3 0 0 2 1 9 7 1 9 
MT 255 33 92 0 3 4 15 29 19 5 55 
NV 787 132 327 0 63 10 25 17 44 52 117 
OR 241 1 102 0 9 11 1 45 2 0 70 
WA,E 1 2 4 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 1 
WwAa.w 2,762 3 2,316 2 13 10 12 47 30 19 310 


407 
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Table M-1A. (Continued) 


Petty Offenses - - 


ye — 


T 7 y 


| 

| 

| | 
Trattic | immigration | Food/Drugs | Littering | Conduct | Fishing/Camping| Trespassing | Theft | Other 


Other Disorderly Hunting/ 
Circuit and District _Totai | DUVDWI' | Traffic | immigration | Food/D u | 
10TH CO 3,063 58 2,596 0 59 12 15 29 20 62 212 
KS 289 38 156 0 12 2 8 6 2 30 35 
NM 1,941 245 1,172 0 52 31 30 68 40 49 254 
OK,E 17 0 2 0 0 0 2 4 6 0 3 
OK,.N y 0 3 0 0 | 0 1 0 0 4 
OK,W 1,553 20 1,170 0 41 1 17 33 16 10 245 
UT 1,127 62 595 0 27 15 14 158 50 15 19) 
WY 385 96 103 0 16 0 26 24 10 15 96 
11TH AL.M 77 1 60 0 1 0 0 ( 0 15 
ALN 345 14 226 0 48 0 4 5 4 37 
AL,S 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 2 
FL.M 565 30 298 0 16 3 28 51 38 14 87 
FL.N 425 49 224 0 4 3 12 43 35 18 37 
FL.S 383 8 212 0 7 0 11 57 30 8 50 
GA.M 35 0 19 0 0 0 0 11 2 3 
© GA,N 431 15 109 1 33 21 23 47 1 28 153 
GA,S 1,231 3 1,055 0 5 0 19 46 39 5 59 


‘ DUI/OWI = DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OR DRIVING WHILE INTOXICATED 
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Table M-3. 
U.S. District Courts—Preliminary Proceedings Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 636(A) During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Search Arrest Initial Preliminary Bail Grand Jury 
District Total Warrants Warrants | Summonses | Appearances | Examinations Reviews Sessions Arraignments Other 
TOTAL 240,338 29,563 20,962 2,154 60,419 13,049 9,628 6,172 41,559 56,832 
DC 2,914 572 182 3 606 §62 128 157 180 524 
1ST MA 3,107 510 305 38 568 252 113 117 468 736 
ME 523 43 24 1 98 43 45 25 71 173 
NH 432 33 43 0 65 8 16 26 174 67 
PR 3,114 288 289 4 797 234 98 68 762 574 
Ri 453 53 48 1 106 31 10 36 109 59 
2ND CT 1,981 400 249 40 333 29 149 74 293 414 
6 NYE 5,343 537 644 164 1,301 70 350 236 936 1,105 
NY.N 1,856 269 158 1 453 13 48 70 230 61 
NY.S 7,588 1,045 712 0 1,877 1,081 151 450 1,088 1,184 
NY, .W 1,677 384 176 27 327 9 159 66 241 288 
VT 237 32 12 0 70 3 14 20 39 47 
3RD DE 770 88 75 6 179 30 5 17 140 230 
NJ 3,381 637 399 40 907 10 100 213 76 999 
PAE 5,099 957 651 2 891 322 93 250 680 1,253 
PAM 683 138 72 0 168 11 4 25 162 103 
PA.W 1,731 377 109 30 293 51 25 87 386 373 
Vi 836 70 49 8 152 100 23 38 186 210 
4TH MD 3,312 927 298 13 648 58 98 132 485 653 
NCE 1,471 99 204 0 474 167 13 24 6 484 
NC,M 1,236 43 126 0 329 69 48 12 140 469 
NC .W 2,297 137 242 19 769 91 196 24 265 554 
SC 3,106 288 604 0 436 90 431 73 819 365 
VA.E 4,714 580 487 37 1,378 443 34 93 219 1,443 
VA.W 1,648 63 95 0 552 63 118 10 325 422 
WV,N 394 22 41 13 75 13 4 10 165 51 


WV,.S 791 60 45 12 161 93 30 42 202 146 


rrr eT 


Table M-3. (Continued) 


————————— a 
Search Arrest Initial Preliminary Bail Grand Jury 
District Total Warrants Warrants | Summonses | Appearances | Examinations Reviews Sessions 
5TH LAE 2,718 263 97 24 540 25 180 75 
LA,M 370 47 41 2 113 24 1 1 
LA.W 1,271 89 153 18 312 16 16 33 
MS,.N 435 26 38 0 146 15 2 6 
MS,S 831 46 70 3 239 45 24 14 
TX.E 2,148 128 132 3 742 110 33 44 
TX.N 3,382 414 365 77 1,283 233 69 25 
TX,S 13,899 1,494 949 222 3,827 893 487 224 
TX,W 10,103 680 1,464 19 3,485 1,062 360 118 
6TH KY.E 1,107 163 135 33 183 49 4 25 
KY, W 1,418 134 98 213 171 53 18 42 
MIE 5,028 1,172 762 25 1,460 36 75 168 
MI,W 1,432 212 149 1 280 35 21 43 
OH,N 2,276 460 385 0 354 194 30 59 
OH,S 1,503 355 138 0 328 117 40 54 
TNE 1,520 171 111 2 364 65 21 34 
™N.M 779 82 82 0 321 55 10 5 
T™N.W 1,807 109 216 0 436 117 87 53 
7TH ILC 1,108 120 128 9 323 40 19 7 
IL,N 2,339 407 245 0 548 249 76 85 
IL,S 1,464 128 110 1 227 54 81 23 
IN,N 1,182 128 131 0 414 52 20 24 
INS 1,020 218 141 14 390 65 4 23 
WIE 1,405 195 149 1 277 75 63 39 
WI,W 400 32 45 0 64 19 13 19 
8TH ARE 1,137 217 78 5 153 8 27 18 
AR,W 370 62 30 3 60 1 4 6 
1A,N 826 84 53 34 84 19 8 33 
1A,S B44 153 84 0 162 33 11 17 
MN 2,691 551 257 8 500 230 45 11 
MO,E 2,517 390 260 43 705 158 97 15 
MO,W 1,887 177 185 8 571 83 198 67 
ND 603 20 50 67 170 35 15 1 
NE 2,457 115 71 3 482 59 207 19 
SD 2,298 72 119 6 653 32 48 7 


Arraignments 


hed 


Other 


Table M-3. (Continued) 


= — neers 
Search Arrest Initial Preiiminary Bail Grand Jury 
District Total Warrants Warrants | Summonses | Appearances | Examinations Reviews Sessions Arraignments Other 

9TH AK 321 53 23 0 56 5 22 13 86 63 
AZ 12,595 1,597 434 56 3,576 1,299 420 153 1,934 3,126 

CA,C 9,403 2,167 694 62 1,797 160 354 308 1,396 2.465 

CAE 3,774 323 296 40 700 6 140 109 949 1.211 

CA,N 6,691 716 422 50 1,371 102 476 201 1,136 2.217 

CA,S 12,360 284 287 1 5,247 70 827 36 3,273 2,335 

HI 1,715 336 119 124 164 68 176 48 243 437 

ID 405 96 13 0 100 7 0 8 72 109 

MT 1,238 86 86 56 251 47 4 13 460 235 

NV 3,008 327 417 104 904 25 59 77 527 568 

OR 3,507 426 388 19 621 162 0 44 603 1,244 

WA,E 1,525 158 242 12 217 138 39 21 291 407 

WA,W 2,033 200 159 2 578 111 73 78 312 520 

=] 10TH CO 3,332 588 307 10 706 339 157 bh 515 644 
KS 1,368 69 70 0 431 21 27 0 377 373 

NM 6,098 446 220 26 1,143 895 244 24 988 2,112 

OK,E 363 66 35 0 85 12 2 1 88 74 

OK,N 698 93 31 0 127 23 18 5 191 210 

OK,W 1,377 164 185 10 234 117 16 27 197 427 

UT 1,786 164 417 0 327 12 56 25 453 332 

WY 274 27 43 0 125 17 6 0 7 49 

11TH AL.M 367 17 18 0 123 20 0 2 126 61 
AL,N 1,541 215 78 0 321 40 92 9 432 354 

AL,S 1,310 82 97 14 297 50 33 12 505 220 

FL,M 7,298 776 638 145 1,776 190 507 232 1,384 1,650 

FL,N 1,626 109 266 7 563 38 18 37 250 338 

FL.S 12,045 1,727 866 85 2,734 423 706 693 2,073 2,738 

GA,M 1,041 40 102 12 425 33 7 14 236 172 

GA,N 2,906 368 117 14 713 267 124 69 511 723 

GA,S 1,064 77 32 2 327 50 108 15 248 205 


43 


Table M-4 

U.S. District Courts—Matters Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges 
Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Sections 636(B) and 636(C) 

During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Criminal Proceedings 
Motions ; 
Total _ 
Criminal and Pretrial 636 (B) (636) (B) Probation 
Circuit and District Civil Matters' Total’ Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Revocations | Other 
TOTAL 206,386 53,633 5,737 22,940 4,389 2,600 17,967 
oc 752 177 1 8 78 65 25 
1ST MA 3,801 2,384 1 2,107 38 19 219 
ME 753 107 0 58 3 8 38 
NH 417 23 1 17 0 5 
PR 1,452 889 4 743 36 26 80 
Ri 1,435 185 41 57 19 18 50 
2ND CT 2,111 115 0 25 43 7 40 
NY,E 7,462 71 0 4 0 10 57 
NY,N 1,822 107 15 0 0 11 81 
NY,S 5,627 66 2 1 0 6 57 
NY,W 2,427 851 127 265 58 14 387 
VT 97 9 0 0 2 0 7 
3RD =s«DE 193 16 0 6 0 6 4 
NJ 12,691 124 109 1 0 5 9 
PAE 2,150 117 0 6 23 23 65 
PAM 228 46 0 0 6 40 
PA,W 1,542 70 1 44 7 1 17 
Vi 1,993 263 54 122 0 g 78 
4TH MD 1,490 201 0 0 0 17 184 
NC,E 1,269 926 0 372 232 149 173 
NC,.M 1,525 357 0 129 6 0 222 
NC,W 727 295 0 70 17 7 201 
SC 1,591 974 655 14 6 18 281 
VA.E 2,357 260 0 17 17 54 172 
VA.W 1,166 267 10 152 6 4 95 
WV,N 846 684 0 553 31 22 78 
WV,S 470 89 0 1 14 3 61 


Table M-4 (Continued) 
Criminal Proceedings 
Motions 
Total 
Criminal and Pretrial 636 (B) (636) (B) Probation 
Circuit and District Civil Matters’ Total’ Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Revocations Other 
5TH LAE 7,228 702 6 148 24 63 461 
LA.M 1,180 71 7 38 2 1 23 
LA,W 2,839 353 40 144 37 19 113 
MS,N 1,575 86 0 50 0 4 32 
MS,S 2,194 259 0 165 0 13 81 
TX,E 860 227 3 44 1 21 158 
TX,N 2,473 1,173 88 931 61 13 80 
TX,S 4,687 1,034 14 271 81 106 562 
TX,W 978 414 20 31 16 1 256 
6TH KY,E 821 246 45 38 87 49 27 
KY,W 1,200 244 8 153 21 10 52 
MIE 2,597 807 532 71 16 16 172 
MI,W 1,800 475 236 38 12 10 179 
OH,N 658 155 4 97 6 17 31 
OH,S 3,204 108 0 72 2 25 4 
TN.E 1,645 859 88 495 92 28 156 
™N.M 1,007 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TN.W 909 330 0 40 51 56 183 
7TH ILC 2,348 236 1 188 10 7 30 
IL.N 4,659 38 0 19 1 1 7 
IL,S 1,541 208 0 119 16 8 65 
IN,N 1,274 203 99 50 0 15 39 
INS 1,721 162 0 90 14 44 14 
WIE 1,087 391 1 187 88 12 103 
WI,wW 1,132 694 33 453 100 0 108 
8TH ARE 602 345 1 23 13 10 298 
AR,W 243 93 1 40 2 1 49 
1A,N 1,015 337 1 50 31 23 232 
1A,S 1,158 178 Q 94 2 10 63 
MN 8,639 3,743 1 2,008 617 61 1,056 
MO,E 941 813 6 299 349 41 118 
MO,W 1,277 1,053 546 210 134 87 76 
ND 326 30 0 20 1 9 0 
NE 1,979 693 19 376 97 10 191 
SD 516 440 2 170 46 37 185 


Table M-4 (Continued) 
Criminal Proceedings 
Motions a 7 
Total _ 
Criminal and Pretrial 636 (B) (636) (B) Probation 
Circuit and District Civil Matters' Total’ Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Revocations Other 
eTH §AK 379 160 1 60 48 18 33 
AZ 1,149 744 116 283 78 51 216 
CAC 4,785 945 2 210 19 35 679 
CAE 2,639 550 4 40 10 85 4ii 
CAN 3,974 1,343 13 110 24 100 1,096 
CAS 8,435 4,590 0 6 46 101 4,437 
HI 3,245 549 242 94 0 1 212 
iD 458 67 0 a 19 28 12 
MT 536 40 0 18 0 2 20 
NV 2,912 820 6 583 94 48 89 
OR 3,179 402 1 172 21 4 204 
WA.E 504 350 1 286 16 0 47 
i] WA.W 377 45 0 3 1 33 8 
10TH CO 4,853 463 347 2 41 29 44 
KS 2,659 303 185 34 1 36 47 
NM 4,150 868 0 726 55 43 44 
OK,E 169 9 4 2 0 3 0 
OK,N 1,266 61 3 11 6 7 34 
OK,W 706 136 0 1 5 y) 121 
UT 1,408 622 201 111 35 155 120 
wy 500 11 0 5 6 0 0 
11TH AL.M 1,639 388 136 181 11 20 40 
AL,N 1,606 988 455 473 35 0 25 
ALS 2,101 565 263 130 5 2 165 
FL.M 8,125 3,327 390 1,717 420 120 680 
FL,N 420 227 0 22 1 25 179 
FL,S .. 42,033 4,702 127 3,616 311 101 547 
GA,M 7 481 466 0 51 166 13 236 
GA,N 1,963 1,091 408 314 170 89 110 
GA,S 3.028 1,928 0 1,667 69 16 176 


‘ EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS ARE NOT INCLUDED 
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Table M-4A. 
U.S. District Courts—Proceedings and Cases Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. 
Sections 636(B) and 636(C) During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


se eee ae —- - ane nn + + 


| Civil Proceedings | Civil Cases 
EE ' — ee : — —_ a 
Section Section - Prisoner Petitions _ Section 
Pretrial 636 (B) 636 (B) Civil Social Special 636 (C) 
Circuit and District Total’ Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Other Total State Federal Rights Security Master | Consent Cases 

TOTAL 162,753 64,548 67,087 9,448 21,670 43,901 8,046 3,778 16,480 4,553 963 10,081 

oc 575 312 114 91 58 30 0 0 0 0 4 26 

1ST MA 1,417 151 788 130 348 174 20 4 21 3 1 125 
ME 646 290 180 58 118 171 20 32 36 20 0 63 

NH 394 106 207 12 69 89 20 1 23 0 16 30 

PR 563 208 288 41 26 110 3 17 6 23 3 58 

Ri 1,250 44) 438 60 311 54 12 17 5 6 0 14 

2ND cT 1,996 529 978 214 275 120 2 4 18 42 0 54 
NYE 7,391 5,356 618 113 1,304 117 3 0 0 0 0 114 

NY,.N 1,715 1,415 218 44 38 628 65 12 297 78 1 175 

NYS 5,561 3,913 1,216 251 181 437 114 16 42 1 17 237 

NY,W 1,576 943 256 77 300 123 8 1 16 12 86 

VT 88 9 6 24 49 117 9 27 36 18 0 27 

3TH DE 177 110 39 12 16 7 1 0 6 0 0 0 
NJ 12,567 8,404 3,054 65 1,044 58 0 0 15 0 0 43 

PAE 2,033 1,482 416 58 77 812 265 73 20 72 267 115 

PA.M 182 102 35 42 3 491 50 33 253 76 4 75 

PAW 1,472 661 334 417 60 776 181 55 380 108 52 

vi 1,730 1,124 506 0 100 4 0 0 0 0 2 2 

4TH MD 1,289 689 428 20 152 254 41 10 18 22 0 163 
NCE 343 85 134 20 104 175 40 9 83 27 1 15 

NC.M 1,168 72 1,043 26 27 553 73 268 121 37 0 54 

NCW 432 81 243 72 36 295 3 0 0 24 0 268 

Sc 617 35 241 212 129 790 167 47 415 94 18 49 

VA.E 2,097 537 1,102 118 340 300 86 10 80 24 0 100 

VA.W 899 423 213 126 137 240 15 3 21 43 0 158 

WV.N 162 7 123 7 25 98 2 15 11 52 1 17 

wv,.S 381 13 223 24 121 455 26 105 128 102 0 94 


a 
Table M-4A. (Continued) 


Circuit and District 


5TH LA.E 
LA.M 
LA,W 
MS,N 
MS,S 
TXE 
TX,N 
TX,S 
TX.W 


6TH KY,E 
KY,W 
MIE 
MI,W 
OH,N 
OH,S 
TN,E 
™N.M 
™N.W 


7TH IL,C 
IL,N 
IL,S 
INN 
INS 
WILE 
Wwi,W 


8TH AR.E 
AR.W 
\A,N 
1A,S 
MN 
MO,E 
MO,W 
ND 
NE 
SO 


| 


Total’ 
6426 
1,109 
2,486 
1,489 
1,935 

633 
1,300 
3,653 

564 


Civil Proceedings 


_ Section 
Pretrial 636 (B) 


Conferences (1) (A) 


3,076 1,955 
635 390 
733 1,328 
672 781 

1,225 586 
308 179 

68 928 
1,302 1,602 
53 226 
154 290 
409 443 
85 915 
429 603 
159 120 

1,080 1,104 
133 345 
655 273 
321 195 
514 1,007 

1,558 2,272 
546 448 
794 142 

1,209 272 
333 187 
271 116 

46 67 
59 35 
347 131 
536 337 
1.705 1,483 
11 70 
130 35 
200 74 
418 668 
35 19 


Section 
636 (B) 


(We) 


335 
33 
254 
18 
83 
20 
73 
313 
154 


131 
553 


229 


359 
228 


215 
121 


Total 


1,020 


on 
@ 
ro 


State 


208 
61 
153 
69 
63 
343 
639 
190 


Federal 


52 
13 
85 


non co OC 


Civil Cases 


Prisoner Petitions 


Civil 


Rights 


Social 
Security 


71 
50 
88 
24 
44 
114 


Special 
Master 


118 


11 
10 


2 
0 
0 
0 
8 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


Section 


636 (C) 
Consent Cases 


147 
99 
104 
82 
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Table M-4A. (Continued) 


Civil Proceedings Civil Cases 
Section Section o Prisoner Petitions = Section 
Pretrial 636 (B) 636 (B) Civil Social Special 636 (C) 
Circuit and District Total’ Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Other Total State _ Federal | Rights - Security — " Master _| Goncont Cases 
9TH AK 219 12 125 44 38 117 42 21 47 6 0 1 
AZ 405 204 122 23 56 244 115 67 21 4 0 37 
CA,C 3,840 858 1,475 117 1,390 1,735 765 102 539 96 2 231 
CA.E 2,089 281 617 44 1,147 1,606 317 27 1,106 71 0 85 
CA,N 2,631 1,008 1,135 71 417 395 6 2 0 6 8 373 
CA.S 3,845 3,287 249 10 299 91 54 5 3 0 0 29 
Fil 2,696 1,674 291 89 642 135 25 0 59 0 33 18 
ID 391 30 138 82 141 235 22 2 117 15 0 79 
MT 496 193 116 148 39 209 23 13 65 13 0 95 
NV 2,092 337 1,308 149 298 122 28 17 44 7 0 26 
OR 2,777 457 1,062 600 658 402 67 20 13 65 0 237 
WA.E 154 65 12 40 37 159 21 0 53 0 0 85 
WA,W 332 101 121 75 35 635 144 49 206 105 0 131 
10TH § CO 4,390 3,031 736 153 470 332 72 77 181 1 1 0 
KS 2,356 811 1,482 20 43 42 0 1 0 3 0 38 
NM 3,282 1,804 903 83 492 731 183 131 129 193 0 95 
OK,E 160 137 0 0 23 186 33 12 0 60 0 81 
OK,N 1,205 180 449 40 536 191 25 8 30 17 0 111 
OK,W 570 429 37 11 93 662 279 35 200 110 0 38 
UT 786 346 273 25 142 139 29 34 72 3 0 1 
wy 489 239 188 0 62 26 2 0 22 0 0 2 
11TH ALM 1,251 258 739 35 219 704 122 62 340 77 0 103 
AL,N 618 86 360 66 106 629 180 39 401 0 2 7 
AL,S 1,536 399 810 43 284 348 49 0 171 B4 0 44 
FL.M 4,798 356 3,667 247 528 440 8 17 0 200 35 180 
FL,N 193 7 140 10 36 1,072 145 186 670 56 0 15 
FL,S 7,331 90 6,044 732 465 1,653 349 531 632 76 1 64 
GA,M 15 0 0 9 6 522 107 0 311 15 0 89 
GA,N 872 111 438 237 86 879 153 74 195 105 321 31 
GA,S 1,100 50 983 43 24 570 67 57 375 55 0 16 


' EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS ARE NOT INCLUDED 
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Table M-5. 

U.S. District Courts—Evidentiary Proceedings Conducted by 

U.S. Magistrate Judges Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Sections 636(B) and 636(C) 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


2 1 seeenpeenemncemnrenenr anaes 
Special Master Under Consensual Civil Cases 
Hearings Under Section 636 (8) (1) (8) Section 636 (B) (2) Terminated Under Section 636 (C) 
Prisoner Petitions After Trial 
State | Federal Civil With Without Without 
District Total Criminal Civil Habeas | Habeas Rights Total Hearing Hearing Total Trial Jury Nonjury 
TOTAL 3,568 1,788 660 89 164 867 963 321 642 10,081 8,318 964 799 
DC 6 0 6 0 0 0 4 3 1 26 21 4 1 
1ST MA 12 12 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 125 107 11 7 
ME 4 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 63 43 14 6 
NH 6 1 3 0 0 2 15 12 3 30 26 2 
PR 33 26 6 0 1 0 3 0 58 45 4 
RI 5 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 14 13 0 1 
2ND- CT 31 7 23 0 0 1 0 0 54 22 21 11 
NY,E 16 4 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 114 69 25 20 
NY,N 35 31 2 2 0 0 1 0 1 175 131 22 22 
NY,S 18 0 18 0 0 0 17 7 10 237 172 41 24 
NY,W 31 28 3 0 0 0 0 0 86 68 14 4 
VT 3 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 27 23 0 4 
3RD DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
NJ 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 43 24 10 9 
PAE 16 0 7 3 5 1 267 197 70 115 68 39 8 
PA,M 3 0 0 0 0 3 4 3 75 62 10 3 
PA,W 7 0 0 2 0 5 0 0 52 39 7 6 
Vi 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 2 0 2 
4TH MD 9 0 3 1 0 5 0 0 0 163 120 24 19 
NC,E 6 3 1 0 0 2 1 0 1 15 9 5 1 
NC,M 5 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 0 54 50 3 1 
NC,W 11 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 268 251 6 11 
Sc 9 2 6 0 1 0 18 2 16 49 42 2 5 
VA,.E 14 2 4 0 3 5 0 0 0 100 65 15 20 
VA,W 23 0 8 1 2 12 0 0 0 158 143 9 6 
WV,N 14 10 3 0 1 0 1 1 0 17 16 0 1 
WV,S 1 0 2 1 4 4 0 0 0 94 94 0 0 


F £0 


Table M-5. (Continued) 


District 


5TH LAE 
LA,M 
LA,W 
WS.N 
MS.S 
TX,E 
TX,N 
TX,S 
TX.W 
6TH KY,E 
KYW 
MIE 

MI,W 
OH,N 
OH,S 
TN.E 
T™N.M 
™N.W 


IL,C 
1L,N 
IL,S 
IN,N 
IN,S 
WIE 
WI,W 
8TH ARE 
AR,W 
1A,N 
1A,S 
MN 
MO,E 
MO,W 
ND 
NE 

SD 


Hearings Under Section 636 (B) (1) (B) 


—4—_- 


a 


State Federal 


Criminal Civil Habeas Habeas 

0 0 0 2 

1 0 0 0 

4 1 0 1 

1 1 3 1 

0 0 1 0 

0 12 0 6 

5 3 3 8 
11 18 3 8 
53 5 3 2 
24 20 0 0 
13 8 0 4 
15 1 0 0 
5 6 0 0 

3 2 2 0 

0 4 1 0 
27 10 1 1 
0 2 0 0 
36 2 0 2 
0 3 0 0 

2 16 0 5 

0 1 0 1 

0 3 0 0 

0 4 0 0 
34 1 0 0 
9 0 0 0 

0 16 7 1 

0 0 2 3 
35 18 5 1 
3 2 1 0 
331 3 0 0 
222 0 1 0 
13 63 0 
1 1 0 1 
231 12 0 0 
16 3 0 0 


L 


Prisoner Petitions 


Civil 


Rights 


mMNno—-COcdcnn7Te oOo 


oo o0° © + © 


ono —- CO OC % 


Total 


— 


—_—_ —* 
oo Oo —- ON O 


2 
0 
0 
0 
8 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


ZA / 


Special Master Under 
Section 636 (B) (2) 


With 
Hearing 


MN 
w 


a 
oo oOo wo79$cs9o -oococoooc-/-co Oo oo onoo =o 


oOOCOCOONCOCO = 


J 


Without 
Hearing 


i<o) 
ow 


oo -ocCo co > —‘< 


oo 2&2 WfW CO NM CO 


oo ocooc cco — 


Consensual Civil Cases 
Terminated Under Section 636 (C) 


Without 
Trial 


116 


Jury 


After Trial 


Nonjury 
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Table M-5. (Continued) 


Special Master Under Consensual Civil Cases 
Hearings Under Section 636 (B) (1) (B) Section 636 (B) (2) Terminated Under Section 636 (C) 
Prisoner Petitions After Trial 
State Federal Civil With Without Without 
District Total Criminal Civil Habeas | Habeas Rights Total Hearing Hearing Total Trial Jury Nonjury 
9TH AK 8 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 
AZ 19 10 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 37 26 3 8 
CA,C 9 1 4 3 1 0 2 0 2 231 205 6 20 
CAE 10 1 4 4 0 1 0 0 0 85 63 5 17 
CA,N 31 16 9 5 1 0 8 5 3 373 348 7 18 
CA,S 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 18 2 9 
HI 5 1 1 0 3 33 12 21 18 14 2 2 
ID 4 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 79 73 5 1 
MT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 95 92 2 1 
NV 30 27 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 26 11 4 11 
OR 5 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 237 208 24 5 
WA,E 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 85 83 1 1 
WA,W 10 7 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 131 116 13 2 
10TH CO 22 0 9 2 4 7 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 
KS 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 38 27 11 0 
NM 28 0 16 11 1 0 0 0 0 95 76 10 9 
OK,E 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 81 79 1 1 
OK,N 4 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 111 98 2 11 
OK,W 14 1 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 38 33 5 0 
UT 84 62 8 3 7 4 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 
WY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 
11TH ALM 26 7 5 3 3 0 0 0 103 91 10 2 
AL,N 9 3 1 0 2 2 0 2 7 3 4 0 
AL,S 4 0 1 0 0 3 0 Q 44 43 1 0 
FL.M 146 86 51 3 6 0 35 5 30 180 132 36 12 
FL.N 16 1 3 0 10 2 0 0 0 15 15 0 0 
FL,S 401 203 140 3 54 1 1 0 1 64 48 11 5 
GA,M 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 89 80 2 7 
GA,.N 97 94 0 1 2 0 321 16 305 31 15 8 
GA.S 36 17 14 0 3 2 0 0 0 16 3 11 2 
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Table P-1. 
U.S. District Courts—Passport Applications Processed and Aliens Administered Oath of Allegiance 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Aliens Aliens 
Circuit Passport Administered Circuit Passport Administered 
and Applications Oath of and Applications Oath of 
District Processed’ Allegiance District Processed’ Allegiance 
Total 221 448,602 4th Circuit (Continued) 
VA,E 26 3,820 
DC 0 1,234 VA,W No 385 
WV,N 171 41 
1st Circuit 0 15,049 WV,.S No 152 
ME No 89 
MA No 10,899 5th Circuit 13 44,788 
NH No 438 LA.E No 1,366 
Ri No 2,969 LA,M No 71 
PR No 654 LA,W No 406 
MS,N No 118 
2nd Circuit 0 67,888 MS,S No 62 
CT No 8,289 TX,N No 7,196 
NY,N No 794 TX,E No 1,689 
NY,E No 47,494 TX.S 13 25,679 
NY,S No 9,953 TX,W No 8,201 
NY |W No 1,142 
VT No 216 6th Circuit 0 12,786 
KY.E No 232 
3rd Circuit 0 28,204 KY, W No 459 
DE No 216 MIE No 4,820 
NJ No 24,314 MI,W No 1,321 
PAE No 990 OH,N No 2,759 
PAM No 190 OH,S No 1,741 
PA,W No 830 TN,E No 298 
VI No 1,664 T™N.M No 696 
TN.W No 460 
4th Circuit 197 8,306 
MD No 2,515 7th Circuit 0 36,714 
NCE No 173 IL,N No 32,163 
NC,M No 119 IL,C No 516 
NC,W No 58 iL,S No 134 
SC No 1,043 IN,N No 1,311 
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Table P-1. (Continued) 


Aliens Aliens 
Circuit Passport Administered Circuit Passport Administered 
and Applications Oath of and Applications Oath of 
District Processed’ Allegiance District Processed’ Allegiance 

7th Circuit (Continued) 9th Circuit (Continued) 
INS No 1,225 NV No 6,537 
WIE No 846 OR No 993 
WI,W No 519 WA,E No 2,059 
WA,W No 535 
8th Circuit 10 9,071 GU No 1,463 

ARE No 266 

AR,W No 602 10th Circuit 0 7,001 
1A,N No 367 CO No 68 
IA,S No 665 KS No 1,767 
MN No 3,403 NM No 978 
MO.E No 1,430 OK,N No 347 
MO,W No 821 OK,E No 48 
NE 10 1,152 OK,W No 834 
ND No 1$2 UT No 2,910 
SD No 173 WY No 49 
9th Circuit 1 213,740 11th Circuit 0 3,821 
AK No 775 AL,N No 58 
AZ No 4,608 AL,M No 36 
CA,N No 39,898 ALS No 56 
CAE No 25,736 FL.N No 382 
CA,C No 117,031 FL.M No 653 
CA,S 1 9,770 FL,S No 1,780 
HI No 3,433 GA,N No 754 
ID No 741 GA,M No 2 
M1 No 161 GA,S No 100 


" EXCLUDES PASSPORTS PROCESSED BY REGIONAL U S PASSPORT OFFICES. US POST OFFICES. AND STATE COURTS 
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Table T-1. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil and Criminal Trials, by District, 
During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Civil Criminal 
’ Motions, 
Total All _On the Issue’ a. _% On Charge(s)’ | Orders, Sentencing 
Circuit and District Trials’ Total Jury | Nonjury and Other’ Total Jury Nonjury and Other’ Hearings‘ 

TOTAL 20,581 10,155 4,491 2,380 3,284 10,426 3,932 397 2,485 3,612 
DC 266 136 42 40 54 130 87 6 27 10 

1ST 681 407 211 109 87 274 134 8 78 54 
ME 65 34 20 9 5 31 15 2 8 6 
MA 286 200 102 62 36 86 59 3 10 14 
NH 52 29 18 3 8 23 8 1 5 9 
RI 85 48 29 11 8 37 18 2 8 9 
PR 193 96 42 24 30 97 34 . 47 16 

2ND 1,855 1,225 570 334 321 630 280 43 181 126 
CT 277 195 101 40 54 82 33 2 23 24 
NY.N 123 76 42 19 15 47 24 1 16 6 
NY.E 551 337 156 74 107 214 89 19 55 51 
NY,S 742 535 225 178 132 207 105 15 65 22 
NY W 84 54 23 21 10 30 19 3 3 5 
VT 78 28 23 2 3 50 10 3 19 18 

3RD 1,413 963 508 198 257 450 206 13 127 104 
DE 63 48 20 10 18 15 7 . 5 3 
NJ 312 200 86 35 79 112 59 4 27 22 
PAE 514 405 243 89 73 109 69 5 8 27 
PA.M 240 139 70 26 43 101 23 1 §? 24 
PAW 228 153 81 35 37 75 26 1 23 25 
Vi 56 18 8 3 7 38 22 2 11 3 

4TH 2,031 957 369 221 367 1,074 405 40 262 367 
MD 321 150 57 46 47 171 73 6 53 39 
NC.E 75 23 11 7 5 52 39 2 2 9g 
NC.M 97 21 10 2 9 76 29 1 16 30 
NC |W 187 99 12 8 79 88 29 6 41 12 
SC 380 242 113 46 83 138 52 3 24 59 
VA.E 509 218 90 64 64 291 111 18 67 95 
VA.W 201 75 42 15 18 126 41 3 19 63 
WV,N 120 64 14 2 48 56 12 1 6 37 
WV,S 141 65 20 31 14 76 19 . 34 23 
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Table T-1. (Continued) 


Civil Criminal 
— > ——_— ee saseneeenees 
Motions, Motions, 
Total All On the Issue’ Injunctions, On Charge(s)’ =| Orders, Sentencing 
Circuit and District Trials’ Total Jury | Nonjury and Other’ Total Jury | Nonjury and Other’ Hearings‘ 

5TH 3,803 1,714 578 342 794 2,089 503 67 416 1,103 
LA,E 228 168 70 70 28 60 20 2 17 21 
LA,M 54 24 11 6 7 30 10 1 2 17 
LA,W 165 104 36 41 27 61 36 5 13 7 
MS,N 112 82 52 8 22 30 18 3 5 4 
MS,S 190 121 49 35 37 69 37 3 10 19 
TX,N 451 309 77 68 164 142 71 1 38 32 
TX,E 287 155 71 21 63 132 45 3 42 42 
TX,S 1,760 525 135 59 331 1,235 136 23 179 897 
TX,W 556 226 77 34 115 330 130 26 110 64 

6TH 1,505 789 385 174 230 716 312 11 149 244 
KY,E 110 42 30 6 6 68 36 1 23 8 
KY,W 113 57 38 4 15 56 26 1 16 13 
MIE 214 128 76 37 15 86 66 1 8 11 
MI,W 129 55 23 6 26 74 28 - 24 22 
OH,N 212 158 63 43 52 54 41 2 6 5 
OH,S 210 92 34 12 46 118 20 . 16 82 
TN,E 156 84 45 22 17 72 36 4 11 21 
™N,M 197 93 40 15 38 104 17 2 26 59 
TN,W 164 80 36 29 15 84 42 . 19 23 

7TH 1,225 633 271 142 220 592 201 22 124 245 
IL,N 413 281 107 81 93 132 46 9 28 49 
IL,C 129 48 27 13 8 81 2 2 16 37 
IL,S 162 46 26 1 19 116 7 3 34 42 
IN,N 137 51 26 3 22 86 33 3 14 36 
IN,S 222 110 25 18 67 112 19 1 27 65 
WIE 100 52 29 15 8 48 28 ' 4 13 
WI,W 62 45 31 11 3 17 12 ’ 1 3 

8TH 1,669 736 355 154 227 933 280 29 179 445 
ARE 285 172 78 43 51 113 31 4 47 31 
AR,W 138 92 44 15 33 46 9 1 5 31 
1A,N 206 25 10 4 11 181 26 2 13 140 
iA,S 148 31 15 6 10 117 25 . 54 38 
MN 113 61 44 6 11 52 40 3 - 9 
MO,E 184 130 65 26 39 54 34 2 6 12 
MO,W 195 105 44 22 39 90 34 1 18 37 
NE 171 79 30 24 25 92 20 4 13 55 
ND 36 14 8 5 1 22 12 5 5 . 
SD 193 27 17 3 7 166 49 7 18 92 
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Table T-1. (Continued) 


Civil Criminal 
Motions, Motions, 
Total All On the Issue’ Injunctions, On Charge(s)’ Orders, Sentencing 
Circuit and District Trials' Total Jury Nonjury and Other’ Total Jury | Nonjury and Other’ Hearings‘ 

9TH 2,224 912 394 331 187 1,312 658 95 394 165 

AK 41 15 4 7 4 26 12 1 3 10 
AZ 295 96 37 27 32 199 88 14 97 : 
CA,N 193 118 61 50 7 75 46 8 18 3 
CA,E 131 55 29 19 7 76 46 4 19 7 
CA,C 390 224 134 87 3 166 149 17 - - 
CA,S 286 43 21 10 12 243 100 20 104 19 
HI 67 16 5 6 5 51 24 . 22 5 
ID 79 20 8 8 4 59 16 3 7 33 
MT 60 12 5 7 . 48 35 2 9 2 
NV 148 69 22 14 33 79 42 2 3 32 
OR 157 72 25 18 29 85 32 2 30 21 
WA,E 162 47 5 9 33 115 24 13 57 21 
WA,W 185 116 35 65 16 69 32 9 17 11 
GUAM 24 5 1 2 2 19 10 . 8 1 
NMI 6 4 2 2 . 2 2 . . . 
10TH 1,357 615 325 111 179 742 234 37 279 192 

co 266 163 75 44 44 102 35 28 26 14 
KS 220 99 44 12 43 121 39 - 49 33 
NM 263 71 29 18 24 192 71 6 90 25 
OK,N 124 60 32 3 25 64 22 1 25 16 
OK,E 90 44 26 1 17 46 11 . 21 14 
OK,W 226 106 80 14 12 120 29 - 43 48 
UT 81 43 19 15 9 38 17 2 8 11 
WY 87 29 20 4 5 58 10 - 17 31 
11TH 2,552 1,068 483 224 361 1,484 632 26 269 557 

AL,N 236 173 81 28 64 63 36 1 18 8 
AL,M 99 53 26 12 15 46 26 - 5 15 
AL,S 169 73 19 18 36 96 36 . 32 28 
FL,N 247 43 27 11 5 204 72 1 53 78 
FL.M 407 160 94 25 41 247 113 4 34 96 
565 197 82 58 368 235 12 29 92 
Ga,N 524 215 86 42 87 309 65 7 55 182 
GA,M 130 62 30 17 15 68 27 1 31 9 
GA,S 175 92 38 14 40 83 22 . 12 49 


‘CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS BEFORE A COURT OR JURY AT WHICH EVIDENCE IS INTRODUCED 

* PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING A JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE OR A VERDICT IN A CRIMINAL CASE. INCLUDES 
SUMMARY TRIALS 

‘CONTESTED HEARINGS ON MOTIONS FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS, EVIDENCE, OR OTHER MATTERS 
NOT RESULTING IN A FINAL JUDGMENT OR VERDICT 

“HEARINGS UNDER RULE 32 FR. CR. P. AT WHICH CONTESTED EVIDENCE OR TESTIMONY IS PRESENTED CONCERNING SENTENCES IMPOSED 
ON DEFENDANTS AFTER CONVICTION NOT ALL SENTENCING HEARINGS QUALIFY AS TRIALS oe 


Table T-2. 
U.S. District Courts—Length of Civil and Criminal Trials Resulting in a Verdict or Judgment, 
by District, for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


| Civil Trials Criminal Trials 
Circuit and Total 1 2 3 4to9 10to19 | 20 Days 1 2 3 4to9 10 to | 20 Days 
District All Trials Total Day Days Days Days Days or More Total Day Days Days Days Days or More 
TOTAL 11,200 6,871 1,592 1,298 1,197 2,373 349 62 4,329 734 921 841 1,440 292 101 
DC 175 82 14 9 10 41 8 : 93 11 5 21 50 5 1 
1ST 462 320 65 36 51 136 29 3 142 13 19 22 66 16 6 
ME 46 29 5 3 9 11 1 . 17 3 6 4 4 - 
MA 226 164 26 17 27 78 13 3 €2 1 5 7 36 11 2 
NH 30 21 5 2 3 10 1 se) 2 1 1 3 2 
Ri 60 40 12 8 4 10 6 20 4 4 4 5 2 1 
PR 100 66 17 6 8 27 8 34 3 3 6 18 3 1 
2ND 1,227 904 194 150 147 352 54 7 323 47 35 45 144 36 16 
CT 176 141 30 16 23 65 6 1 35 11 3 3 14 3 1 
NY,N 86 61 6 13 13 26 3 . 25 3 7 1 8 4 2 
NY,E 338 230 56 37 40 76 18 3 108 12 14 19 49 y 5 
NY,S 523 403 - 62 16 61 158 23 3 120 12 8 15 63 17 5 
NY,W 66 44 7 6 8 19 4 . 22 2 2 6 7 3 2 
VT 38 25 13 2 2 8 . 13 7 1 1 3 - 1 
3RD 925 706 148 110 109 287 at 11 219 25 38 28 86 31 11 
DE 3, 30 3 1 4 19 3 . 7 1 3 2 1 
NJ 184 121 21 15 20 40 19 6 63 7 6 7 25 13 5 
PAE 406 332 65 61 56 134 11 5 74 4 10 i) 38 i) 4 
PA.M 120 96 32 15 18 30 1 - 24 6 8 3 3 3 1 
PAW 143 116 23 16 10 60 7 . 27 2 3 8 10 3 1 
vi 35 11 4 2 1 4 - . 24 5 8 1 8 2 
4TH 1,035 590 204 140 96 131 14 5 445 134 90 93 107 20 1 
MD 182 103 26 18 22 32 5 . 79 6 11 17 32 12 1 
NC,E 59 18 5 6 2 3 1 1 41 10 11 14 4 2 
NC.M 42 12 1 2 2 § 1 1 30 3 12 7 8 
NCW 55 20 10 2 1 6 - 1 35 11 5 8 y 2 
SC 214 159 45 39 27 42 5 1 55 13 8 15 19 
VA.E 283 154 57 45 24 25 2 1 129 71 24 18 15 1 
VA.W 101 57 30 14 8 5 - 44 15 8 9 9 3 
WV,N 29 16 - 7 4 5 13 3 4 2 4 
WV.S 70 51 30 7 6 8 19 2 7 3 7 
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Table T-2. (Continued) 


Circuit and Total 

District | AllTriaie | Total 

5TH 1,490 920 
LAL 16, 14( 
LA.M eH 17 
LA.W 118 
MS.N A { 
MSS 124 Ha 
TX.N 217 14! 
TX 14 9% 
™x.S i183 194 
1x W 267 111 

6TH 882 559 
KY.E K rT 
KY W 69 A 
Mi f 18 } 
MILW } 
OH.LN 49 { 
OW.S 6 4¢ 
TNE t 
™N.M { 5! 
™N W f 

7TH 636 413 
1L.N 243 18a 
IL.c 68 4 
iL.S f 
INN 65 } 
IN.S 63 43 
Wie 44 
WI.Ww ‘ 4 

8TH 818 509 
AR. t S¢ 
AR .W 69 } 
1A.N 4 4 
IAS 4 
MN 13 
MO .f } 
MO.W 
Ni - 4 
ND 


75 


103 


Civil Triale 


3 
Days 


175 


1s 


4108 
Days 


10 to 19 


Days 


17 


28 


16 


20 Days 
or More Total 


53 


Criminal Trials 


2 
Days 


3 
Days 


4to9 
Days 


121 


91 


10 to 19 
Days 


16 


22 


25 


20 Days 
or More 


Table T-2. (Continued) 


Civil Trials 


Criminal Trials 


Circuit and Total 1 2 3 4to9 10 to 19 20 Days 1 2 3 4109 10to 19 | 20 Days 
District All Trials Total Day Days Days Days Days or More Total Day Days Days Days Days or More 
9TH 1,478 725 156 101 102 279 75 12 753 128 136 125 272 65 27 
AK 24 11 1 | H 1 13 1 { 
AZ 1G6¢ 64 14 1 14 22 10 16 18 +1 H 
CA.N 165 111 12 12 / 49 19 54 ) 4 ' i 11 1 
CAE 9A 44 f 6 24 4 2 50 4 q 24 4 
CAC 187 21 5% 28 21 83 28 6 166 21 0 { 
CAS 151 1 } : 6 18 1 1 120 ; +1 +1 4 1 
al 5 11 2 ’ , 4 1 24 2 4 10 j j 
iD 15 le j 1 19 , ‘ q 1 
MT 4y 12 1 4 4 1 1/ } 19 { 
NV 80 16 8 8 : 15 44 : 13 i 1 | 
OR 43 16 $4 y 7) 1 14 MH ; f 1; 4 1 
WA. E 51 14 | ; A ; } 17 . H i 1 
WA.W 141 100 1% 1° 12 10) { 41 ) ‘ " ‘ 
GUAM 13 } 1 1 1 1( 1 
NMI 4 
10TH 707 436 47 70 79 224 14 2 271 53 79 47 77 10 5 
CO 182 119 ) 1 1 t b4 1 63 j } 1 1 
KS yf Sf 4 4 i 39 H re f 
NM 124 47 } } a1 { , 4 ‘ 1Q 
OK.N 8 ; 18 { 6 
OK, 18 é f 1 f 11 { 
OK,.W 123 14 13 1 18 4( 1 1 ) } 1 
UT 53 34 é 4 1 19 1 é 
WY 14 24 1 1 10 1 f 1 
11TH 1,365 707 173 143 122 229 31 9 658 67 159 165 225 32 10 
AL.N 14¢ 109 15 2¢ 14 1 1 : 37 4 f 11 16 
AL.M 64 38 } 10 10 15 26 2 1( H f 
ALS 73 37 18 8 6 é 16 7 19 4 é 1 
FL.N 111 318 ) 4 8 73 6 24 3 1p 2 
FL.M 236 119 18 19 ? 47 ] 1 117 12 3( 33 35 4 } 
FL.S IBE 139 29 22 24 50 9 5 247 16 44 57 105 0) é 
GA,.N 20 128 32 21 13 48 13 1 72 12 1 18 2! 4 é 
GA.M 75 47 8 16 12 10 1 28 4 6 10 1 
GAS 74 52 21 17 8 6 22 4 } 1 + 
NOTE THIS TABLE INCLUDE TRIAL ONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY THIS TABLE EXCLUDES ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGE AND EXCLUDES HEARINGS ON TEMP 
RARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PIELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS. HEARINGS ON CONTESTED MOTIONS. AND OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS NOT RESULTING IN A VERDICT OR JUDGMENT IMMARY TRIALS ARt 
NCLUDED CIVIL DATA INCLUDE TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES 
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Table V-1. 
U.S. District Courts—Services Provided to and Received From Other District Courts 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
} ’ ; . 
Judges Providing Judges Providing 
Service Criminal Service Criminal 
' Civil Cases Defendants Trials | Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
: | | 
TOTAL ACTIVE 89 627 74 128 | ACTIVE 89 627 74 128 
| SENIOR 67 | 793 100 261 SENIOR 67 793 100 261 
oO | ACTIVE | ACTIVE 
| SENIOR | SENIOR 
| | 
APPEALS | ACTIVE | ACTIVE 
| SENIOR SENIOR 
| | 
| | | 
1ST | ACTIVE 4 6 . . | ACTIVE 4 6 
| SENIOR 1 | 1 :, : | SENIOR 5 138 15 
ME | ACTIVE | ACTIVE 2 2 
| SENIOR SENIOR 44 
| 
MA ACTIVE | ACTIVE 
| SENIOR { 1 | SENIOR 2 93 11 
| | | 
NH | ACTIVE 2 3 | ACTIVE 1 2 
| SENIOR | | SENIOR 1 
RI | ACTIVE | 2 ACTIVE 2 
| SENIOR SENIOR 
| | | 
PR | ACTIVE | 1 | ACTIVE 
| SENIOR | SENIOR 4 
APPEALS ACTIVE ACTIVE 
| SENIOR | SENIOR 
| 
| | | 
| 


Table V-1. (Continued) 


Circuit and District 


2ND 


NY.N 


NYE 


VT 


APPEALS 


3RD 


DE 


PAE 


PA.M 


PA.W 


APPEALS 


Services Provided to Other District Courts 


Judges Providing 


Status 


ACTIVE 


| SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 


| SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 


| SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 


| SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


IVE 


CTIVE 


StNIOR 


ACTIVE 


| SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


Service 


Number 


Civil Cases 
Terminated 


307 


307 


227 


226 


Criminal 
Defendants 
Terminated 


21 


Trials 
Completed’ 


84 


$42. 


Services Received From Other District Courts 


Judges Providing 


Status 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 


| SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 


SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


AC TIiVi 


| SENIOR 


ACTIVE 


| SENIOR 


ACTIVE 


| SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 


SENIOR 


Service 


Number 


| 
| 


Civil Cases 
Terminated 


199 


Criminal 
Defendants 
lferminated 


Trials 
Completed’ 


13 
55 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 


Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 


Judges Providing 


Judges Providing : 
| Criminal Service Criminal 
Service Cc . — 
ivil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ | Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
7 | | | | 
| | | 
4TH ACTIVE 7 | 3 | ACTIVE 8 3 14 10 
SENIOR 4 | 10 | SENIOR 12 21 10 34 
MD ACTIVE | | ACTIVE 
SENIOR | SENIOR 1 1 4 16 
NC.E ACTIVE 1 | ACTIVE 1 { 
SENIOR | SENIOR 
| 
NC.M ACTIVE { 2 | ACTIVE 
SENIOR | SENIOR 
| 
NC.W ACTIVE ACTIVE 6 
| SENIOR | SENIOR 4 
| | 
SC | ACTIVE | ACTIVE 1 1 
SENIOR 1 SENIOR iS 12 
VAE ACTIVE 1 ACTIVE 
SENIOR 3 | 10 | SENIOR 
| 
| 
VA,W ACTIVE | ACTIVE i 1 4 } 
| SENIOR SENIOR 
WV.N ACTIVE | | ACTIVE 
| SENIOR | SENIOR 2 
WV.S ACTIVE 2 | ' | ACTIVE 
SENIOR | | SENIOR 
| 
APPEALS ACTIVE 2 | ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


| SENIOR 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 


T tT 


Services Provided to Other District Courts 


Services Received From Other District Courts 


, Tt 
Judges Providing | al Judges Providing 
: Criminal Ss Criminal 
Service i - ervice pa 
. Civil Cases | Defendants Trials ; Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status Number Terminated | Terminated | Completed’ Status | Number | Terminated | Terminated Completed’ 
_ . s 1 A 1 A A j 
5TH ACTIVE 17 38 - 16 ACTIVE 18 39 - 13 
SENIOR — 7 24 16 SENIOR 15 63 19 
LA,E ACTIVE 6 7 2 ACTIVE 
SENIOR 4 21 6 SENIOR 
LA.M ACTIVE ACTIVE 4 33 3 
SENIOR | SENIOR 4 7 
LA,.W ACTIVE 4 26 ) ACTIVE 
SENIOR SENIOR 1 1 
MS,N ACTIVE 1 1 ACTIVE 1 2 2 
SENIOR | SENIOR 2 2 5 
MS,S ACTIVE 1 2 2 | ACTIVE 2 1 
SENIOR | | SENIOR 
TX.N ACTIVE 2 2 3 | ACTIVE 
SENIOR | | SENIOR 4 14 8 
TX.E | ACTIVE _ ACTIVE 1 { 
| SENIOR | | SENIOR 
TX,S | ACTIVE | ACTIVE 4 7 
| SENIOR | SENIOR 4 39 6 
TX,W | ACTIVE 2 ACTIVE 
| SENIOR 2 10 SENIOR 
APPEALS | ACTIVE 2 2 ACTIVE 
SENIOR SENIOR 


Table V-1. (Continued) 


6TH 


KY,E 


MIE 


MI,W 


OH,N 


OH.S 


TNE 


™N.M 


T™N,.W 


APPEALS 


1 


| 
| 
q 


| ACTIVE 
| SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


| 
| 
| ACTIVE 
| SENIOR 
| 
| ACTIVE 
| SENIOR 
| 
| 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


a ee 


Service 
Number 
| 5 


Judges Providing 


| 


Civil Cases 
Terminated 


T 


Services Provided to Other District Courts 


Criminal 


Defendants 


Terminated 


WwW 
Nm 


445 


* 


| 
| 


| 


Trials 


Completed’ | 


+ 


Services Received From Other District Courts 


Judges Providing 
Service 


Status 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


Number 


7 


Civil Cases 
Terminated 


ea) 
> 
>») 


Criminal 


Defendants 
Terminated 


Tals 
Completed 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 


Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 


Judges Providing Judges Providing 


. Criminal Service Criminal 
Service 
‘ Civil Cases Defendants Trials | Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status Number Terminated rerminated Completed’ Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
, , : 
7TH | ACTIVE 5 4 1 ACTIVE 9 10 1 
SENIOR . | . | SENIOR 7 93 3 13 
IL.N | ACTIVE | ACTIVE , 10 4 
SENIOR | SENIOR 4 ? 11 
| 
iu ACTIVE 2 / / | ACTIVE 
| | 
| SENIOR | SENIOR 1 27 
iL.s ACTIVE | ACTIVE ’ ’ 
SENIOR SENIOR ) ; 
IN.N ACTIVE 2 y ACTIVE 
SENIOR SENIOR 1 59 
© INS ACTIVE ACTIVE 
SENIOR SENIOR 
WIE ACTIVE ACTIVE 
SENIOR SENIOR 
WIeWw ACTIVE ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR SENIOR 
APPEALS ACTIVE 1 1 ACTIVE 


SENIOR SENIOR 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 


Services Provided to Other District Courts | Services Received From Other District Courts 
| 
Judges Providing Judges Providing 
Criminal S Criminal 
Service . Service 
} Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Detendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
} | } : 
8TH | ACTIVE 7 4 1 5 ACTIVE q q 5 4 
| SENIOR 6 | 67 5 24 SENIOR 4 2 3 
| | | 
ARE | ACTIVE | ACTIVE 
| SENIOR | SENIOR 
| 
AR W | ACTIVE | 2 | ACTIVE 
| SENIOR | | SENIOR 
| | 
1A.N | ACTIVE ! | é | ACTIVE 1 
| SENIOR | SENIOR 
| 
IAS | ACTIVE A ACTIVE 
| SENIOR | | SENIOR 
| | 
MN ACTIVE ! | 1 | ACTIVE } 1 1 
SENIOR | SENIOR : } 
| 
MOE | ACTIVE 1 | | ACTIVE 
| SENIOR 2 74 1, SENIOR 
| 
| 
MO,W | ACTIVE ACTIVE 
| 
| SENIOR SENIOR 
| ' 
NE ACTIVE ACTIVE 
| SENIOR 2 | 11 SENIOR 
ND ACTIVE { { ACTIVE 1 j 
| SENIOR 1 2 5 SENIOR 
SD ACTIVE 1 1 ACTIVE | 
SENIOR / ' / | SENIOR 
APPEALS ACTIVE ACTIVE 
SENIOR SENIOR 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 


Circuit and District 


9TH 


AK 


AZ 


CA,N 


CAE 


CA,C 


CAS 


HI 


MT 


NV 


OR 


WA.E 


WA.W 


GUAM 


NMI 


APPEALS 


| 
| 


Services Provided to Other District Courts 


Judges Providing 
Service 


Status 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


| 
i 


Number 


16 
16 


——— ea... = 


Civil Cases 
Terminated 


28 
35 


T 


Criminal 
Defendants Trials 
Terminated Completed’ 

i) 18 

20 32 

1 

} 

8 

1 

8 } 

7 } 

1 

5 

1 8 

| 

1 1 

1 

8 j 

3 

4 c 


S37 


Services Received From Other District Courts 


Judges Providing 


Status 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 


| SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 


SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


Service 


Number 


20 
25 


Civil Cases 
Terminated 


24 
11 


85 


Criminal 
Defendants Trials 
Terminated Completed’ 
7 13 
20 16 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 


7 
Services Provided to Other District Courts | Services Received From Other District Courts 
| | | | Jud Providi | | 
Providi | udges Providing 
SURGNO PPOMIERG | Criminal Servi Criminal 
Service | Givi f , ervice ; ‘ Trial 
ivil Cases Defendants Trials : {| Civil Cases Defendants | rials 
Circuit and District Status | Number | Terminated Terminated | Completed’ Status Number Terminated | Terminated Completed’ 
' . i \ : i i i 4 
10TH ACTIVE 11 457 40 56 . _ ACTIVE 15 459 40 58 
SENIOR 3 7 1 11 | SENIOR 6 2 . 8 
co ACTIVE | ACTIVE 6 320 4 34 
SENIOR SENIOR 
KS ACTIVE ACTIVE 
SENIOR 1 5 2 SENIOR 
NM ACTIVE 1 1 . ACTIVE 3 24 . 7 
SENIOR . . SENIOR 4 . 8 
OK,N ACTIVE . . . ACTIVE 2 111 35 16 
SENIOR 2 2 1 9 SENIOR . : 
OK,E ACTIVE 1 111 35 16 ACTIVE 1 1 
SENIOR . . . SENIOR . 
OK,W ACTIVE 4 9 . 9 ACTIVE 1 1 
SENIOR . SENIOF 1 1 
UT ACTIVE . . . ACTIVE 
SENIOR . SENIOR 1 1 
WY ACTIVE 3 312 4 2/7 ACTIVE 2 2 1 1 
SENIOR | SENIOR 
APPEALS ACTIVE 2 24 4 | ACTIVE 
SENIOR . . . | SENIOR 
| 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 


Circuit and District 


11TH 


AL,M 


FL.S 


GA,N 


GAM 


GA,S 


APPEALS 


SPECIAL COURTS 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE 


FEDERAL CIRCUIT 


Services Provided to Other District Courts 


Judges Providing 


Status 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


Service 
T 


Number 


uo 


| 
| 
| 


/ 


——EE a 


Civil Cases 
Terminated 


wi 


] 


Criminal 
Defendants 
Terminated 


Trials 
Completed’ 


28 


* INCLUDES EACH TRIAL COMPLETED DURING THE PERIOD, WHETHER OR NOT A RELATED CASE ALSO WAS TERMINATED 


F YO 


_——— 


Services Received From Other District Courts 


Judges Providing 


Status 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


Service 


Number 


22 


10 


Civil Cases 
Terminated 


116 


86 


Criminal 
Defendants Trials 
Terminated Completed’ 
1 
62 95 
40 24 


Table V-2. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Services Provided by Visiting Judges in Appeals Terminated 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


Services Provided to Courts of Appeals Services Received From Other Courts 


_ sc me » Participations in oe on Participations in 
Judges ; Appeals Disposed of Judges Appeals Disposed of 
Providing +— —- ——$—$___— Providing Hn - 
Service After After Service | After After 
After Submis- Other After Submis- Other 
———e a Oral sionon —-tr ee Oral sionon Judicial 
Circuit Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action Status No. | Total Hearing Briefs Action 
— . - ee | —+——_____ -- ——--—_ SnUREURRNIEEEeeenen —————E 
TOTAL 407 5,114 3,370 1,434 310 407 5,114 3,370 1,434 310 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE 9 182 129 49 4 ACTIVE 9 | 182 129 49 4 
SENIOR 75 1,273 784 377 112 SENIOR 75 | = 1,273 784 377 112 
| 
DISTRICT DISTRICT | 
| 
ACTIVE 190 1,873 1,205 548 120 ACTIVE 190 | 1,873 1,205 548 120 
SENIOR 133 1,786 1,252 460 74 SENIOR 133 | = 1,786 1,252 460 74 
| 
Dc 2 43 39 2 2 | . - 
| | 
APPEALS APPEALS | 
ACTIVE , , ' - | ACTIVE 
SENIOR | SENIOR 
DISTRICT | DISTRICT 
ACTIVE | ACTIVE _ 
SENIOR 2 43 39 2 2 | SENIOR - | 
| 
| | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


SY 


em 
Table V-2. (Continued) 


Circuit 
1ST 


2ND 


3RD 


Services Provided to Courts of Appeais 


Judges 
Providing 
Service 
Status No. 
. i 
20 
APPEALS 
ACTIVE 
SENIOR 3 
DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 13 
SENIOR 4 
44 
APPEALS 
ACTIVE 
SENIOR 5 
DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 21 
SENIOR 18 
31 
APPEALS 
ACTIVE 
SENIOR 6 
DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 
SENIOR , 18 


Total 


165 


51 


80 


283 


431 


67 
271 


Participations in 


Appeals Disposed of 


After 
Oral 
Hearing 


138 


75 
18 


317 


46 


142 
129 


217 


44 


29 
144 


After 
Submis- 
sion on 

Briefs 


24 


172 


75 
72 


205 


47 


37 
121 


After 
Other 
Judicial 
Action 


3 


103 


66 
28 


Judges 
Providing 
Service 


St. is 


APPEALS 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


DISTRICT 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


APPEALS 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


DISTRICT 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


APPEALS 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


DISTRICT 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


BY D 


Services Received From Other Courts 


No. 


55 


10 


21 


21 


T 


Total 


132 


85 


847 


70 


67 
288 


Participations in 
Appeals Disposed of 


After 
Oral 
Hearing 


118 


137 


142 
162 


199 


29 
109 


After 
Submis- 
sionon 

Briefs 


12 


229 


67 


76 
82 


272 


29 
36 


170 


After 

Other 
Judicial 
Action 


2 


154 
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Table V-2. (Continued) 


Circuit 


4TH 


5TH 


6TH 


Judges 
Providing 
Service 


APPEALS 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


DISTRICT 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


APPEALS 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


DISTRICT 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


APPEALS 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


DISTRICT 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


46 


12 


24 


57 


10 


33 
14 


Total 


375 


99 


637 


59 


Services Provided to Courts of Appeals 


Participations in 


Appeals Disposed of 


After 
Oral 
Hearing 


347 


55 


160 
74 


345 


2¢t 


203 
116 


After 
Submis- 
sion on 

Briefs 


16 


74 


40 


271 


After 
Other 
Judicial 
Action 


13 


15 


21 


Judges 
Providing 
Service 


Status | 


APPEALS 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


DISTRICT 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


APPEALS 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


DISTRICT 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


APPEALS 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


DISTRICT 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


442 


Services Received From Other Courts 


44 


10 


18 


50 


10 


Total 


305 


99 


188 


26 


727 


219 


401 


107 


Participations in 
Appeals Disposed of 


After 
Oral 
Hearing 


295 


175 


24 


356 


82 


203 


After 
Submis- 
sion on 

Briefs 


317 


QG 


182 


After 

Other 
Judicial 
Action 


10 


54 
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Table V.°. (Continued) 


T 
Judges 
Providing 
Service 
a eee ee 
Circuit Status | No. Total 
ce en ee ee ee ee i ie 
7TH 24 194 
APPEALS 
ACTIVE 1 2 
SENIOR 7 139 
DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 7 11 
SENIOR 9 42 
8TH 52 685 
APPEALS 
ACTIVE 
SENIOR 19 319 
DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 19 205 
SENIOR 14 161 
9TH 63 867 
APPEALS 
ACTIVE 
SENIOR 7 130 
DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 33 308 
SENIOR 23 429 


Services Provided to Courts of Appeals 


Participations in : 
Appeals Disposed of 
a fF 
After Submis- 
Oral sion on 
Hearing Briefs 
133 38 
2 
95 24 
6 § 
30 9 
503 143 
203 94 
165 30 
135 19 
589 253 
87 36 
200 100 
302 117 


ae es er rennet ee 


After 
Other 
Judicial 
Action 


20 


39 


22 


25 


~ + 


= 


Judges 
Providing 
Service 


APPEALS 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


DISTRICT 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


APPEALS 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


DISTRICT 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


APPEALS 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


DISTRICT 


ACTIVE 
SENIOR 


594 


Services Received From Other Courts 


7 


31 


70 


34 
24 


Total 


348 


46 


193 
109 


1,182 


94 
288 


333 
467 


Participations in 


Appeals Disposed of 

After 
After Submis- 
Oral sionon 

Hearing Briefs 

5 19 

2 

2 7 

2 § 

1 5 

274 59 

31 13 

155 29 

88 17 

793 361 

76 14 

174 107 

219 104 

324 136 


After 
Other 
Judicial 

Action 


15 


28 
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Table V-2. (Continued) 
Services Provided to Courts of Appeals Services Received From Other Courts 
Participations in Participations in 
Judges Appeals Disposed of Judges Appeals Disposed of 
Providing } ~~ = Providing 
Service After After Service After After 
After Submis- Other After Submis- Other 
' ' Oral sion on Judicial Oral sionon Judicial 
Circuit Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action 
10TH 13 159 44 107 8 22 223 78 135 10 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE ACTIVE 
SENIOR SENIOR 9 96 62 33 1 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 9 115 1 100 4 ACTIVE 9 115 11 100 4 
SENIOR 4 44 33 7 4 SENIOR 4 12 5 2 5 
© 11TH 20 315 227 60 28 44 656 613 24 19 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE . . . : ACTIVE 
SENIOR 8 193 115 50 28 SENIOR 18 250 228 11 11 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 2 18 17 1 ACTIVE 4 34 31 2 1 
SENIOR 10 104 95 9 SENIOR 22 372 354 11 7 
SPECIAL COURTS 11 273 182 
INT'L TRADE 6 147 120 
ACTIVE 5 135 114 
SENIOR 1 12 6 
FEDERAL CIRCUIT 5 126 62 
ACTIVE 2 43 13 
SENIOR 3 83 49 


Table X-1A. 
U.S. District Courts—Weighted and Unweighted Filings per Authorized Judgeship 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 (Criminal Felony Defendants Only) 


Weighted Filings per Judgeship 


District Judgeships 
TOTAL 643 
Dc 15 
1st 
ME 3 
MA 13 
NH 3 
Rl 3 
PR 7 
2nd 
CT 8 
NY.N 5 
NY,E 15 
NY.S 28 
NY, W 4 
VT 2 
3rd 
DE 4 
NJ 17 
PAE 23 
PA.M 6 
PA.W 10 
4th 
MD 10 
NCE 4 
NC.M 4 
NC.W 3 
SC ) 
VA.E 10 
VA,.W 4 
WV,.N 3 
WV,S 5 


124 


193 


144 
192 
114 
163 
101 


103 


541 


281 


44 


51 
48 
70 
42 
109 


43 
93 


110° 


66 
105 
61 


33 
53 
423 
63 
41 


64 
115 
102 
237 
122 
129 
132 

68 

64 


Unweighted Filings per Judgeship 


Civil | Criminal | Total 


486 


236 


586 
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Table X-1A. (Continued) 


Weighted Filings per Judgeship 


District Judgeships Civil Criminal Total 95% Confidence Interval 
5th 
LAE 13 271 64 335 295 - 375 
LA.M 2 489 81 570 526 - 614 
LA,W 7 308 84 392 359 - 425 
MS,.N 3 350 94 444 409 - 478 
MS,S 6 361 85 446 413 - 479 
TX,N 12 373 152 524 490 - 559 
TX.E 7 341 163 504 468 - 540 
TX,S 18 318 209 527 484 - 570 
TX,W 10 286 422 708 642 - 775 
6th 
KY,E 4.50 340 141 480 440 - 521 
KYW 4.50 277 89 366 340 - 392 
MIE 15 1530 114 1643 1060- 2226 
MI,W 4 348 140 488 450 - 526 
OH,.N 12 418 85 503 460 - 546 
OH,S 8 361 79 440 405 - 474 
TNE 5 367 182 548 512 - 584 
TN.M 4 349 105 453 421 - 486 
TN,W 5 268 135 403 375 - 432 
7th 
IL.N 22 383 57 440 402 - 477 
IL.C 4 248 103 351 327 - 376 
IL.S 4 279 116 395 369 - 420 
IN.N 5 325 91 416 384 - 449 
INS 5 506 88 594 546 - 642 
WIE 4 321 88 409 375 - 443 
WI,W 2 384 105 489 444 - 533 
8th 
AR.E 5 396 119 515 473 - 557 
AR.W 3 289 55 344 315 - 372 
IA.N 2 255 172 427 391 - 463 
IA.S 3 280 124 405 374 - 436 
MN 7 421 121 542 490 - 593 
MO,E 8 338 123 461 428 494 
MO.W 6 390 112 502 464 - 540 
NE 4 248 147 395 363 - 427 
ND 2 132 152 285 259 - 310 
SD 3 127 275 402 350 - 454 


54/7 


103 


152 
294 


84 
53 
69 
91 
56 
51 
104 
63 
90 


36 
63 
63 
57 
54 
63 
75 


73 
38 
114 
78 
69 
75 
72 
92 
90 
154 
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Table X-1A. (Continued) 


Weighted Filings per Judgeship Unweighted Filings per Judgeship 

District Judgeships Civil Criminal Total 95% Confidence Interval Civil Criminal Total 

9th 
AK 3 175 79 254 233 - 276 207 48 256 
AZ 8 370 365 734 671 - 798 423 253 676 
CA.N 14 376 89 464 424 - 505 408 64 472 
CAE 7 381 221 601 558 - 645 490 159 649 
CA.C 27 330 94 424 392 - 455 388 7 456 
CA,S 8 262 552 814 701 - 927 280 465 745 
HI 4 587 119 706 623 - 788 451 71 522 
ID 2 266 102 368 340 - 396 304 61 364 
MT 3 207 240 448 412 - 483 217 148 366 
NV 4 526 171 696 642 - 751 592 95 688 
OR 6 371 150 521 482 - 560 384 113 497 
WA,E 4 134 110 244 227 - 260 152 74 226 
WA.W 7 416 92 508 452 - 565 402 60 462 

10th 
3] co 7 419 158 577 535 - 619 406 91 496 
KS 6 301 123 425 394 - 456 333 76 409 
NM 5 338 305 643 588 - 698 351 207 558 
OK,N 3.50 297 104 401 372 - 430 339 68 407 
OK.E 1.50 379 124 503 458 - 548 471 7 548 
OK,W 6 316 85 402 371 - 433 343 51 394 
UT 5 228 117 344 319 - 369 223 84 306 
WY 3 121 72 193 178 - 207 123 44 167 

1ith 
AL.N 7 491 102 594 531 - 656 479 65 544 
AL.M 3 634 120 755 656 - 853 602 81 683 
AL,S 3 357 270 628 581 - 674 402 160 562 
FL.N 4 279 193 473 441 - 504 396 114 511 
FL.M 11 565 246 812 749 - 875 610 149 759 
FL.S 16 385 220 605 564 - 646 441 132 573 
GA.N 11 437 132 570 516 - 624 429 84 513 
GA.M 4 394 182 576 494 - 659 388 97 485 
GAS 3 336 182 519 479 - 558 384 108 492 


NOTE. THE CASE WEIGHTS ARE BASED ON THE 1987-1993 DISTRICT COURT TIME STUDY CONDUCTED BY THE FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER THIS TABLE EXCLUDESCIVILC ASES ARISING BY REOPENING. REMAND APPEAL FROM 
A MAGISTRATE JUDGE DECISION, OR TRANSFER TO THE DISTRICT BY THE ORDER OF THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION TRANSFERS AND REOPENS OF FELONY DEFENDANTS ARE INCLUDED THIS TABLE 
EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE TERRITORIAL COURTS. THE DISTRICTS WEIGHTED FILINGS ARE PRESENTED IN CONJUNCTION WITHA 95°. CONFIDENCE INTERVAL TO INDICATE THE STATISTICAL VARIABILITY OF THE ESTIMATES 
IN THE FIRST PRINTING OF 1997 JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS. THIS TABLE CONTAINED INCORREC T DATA FOR CIVIL WEIGHTED FILINGS PER JUDGESHIP. TOTAL WEIGHTED FILINGS PER 
JUDGESHIP, AND 95% CONFIDENCE INTERVALS: IN THIS PRINTING, THE TABLE CONTAINS CORRECT DATA 


Table X-4. 
U.S. District Courts—Class “tion Civil Cases Pending, by Nature of Suit and District, 
as of September 30, 1997 


Total | Total 
Civil Civil | Stock- | | | Employ- Other Prisoner Other | Other | 
_ Case Cases _ holder Other Real Tort | ment Civil Civil Prisoner | Labor | | All 

Circuit and District § 1996 , 1997 | Suits” | Contract | Property | Actions Antitrust Voting Rights | Rights | Rights" |Petitions | RICO**| ERISA***| Suits | SEC****) Other 

TOTAL 2,441 2,641 47 168 20 571 149 10 160 262 94 7 101 97 78 559 318 
DC 13 15 - - . 2 . . 2 3 . . . . 1 1 6 

1ST 43 48 4 5 2 11 . . . 2 2 . . 3 2 6 11 
ME 1 2 . 1 1 
MA 16 23 4 3 6 2 2 1 5 
NH 8 4 1 1 2 
Ri 7 9 : : : : . 1 5 3 
PR 11 10 . 1 2 5 . 1 1 

2ND 374 363 15 15 - 23 13 - 19 24 8 - 18 11 10 162 45 
CT 50 40 . 3 . 9 3 6 3 2 1 1 11 1 
NY,N 2 2 ; . : . . . 1 . - . 1 - 
NYE 25 43 2 2 - 3 5 2 1 1 1 - 8 18 
NYS 280 256 13 9 . 11 8 11 13 1 10 8 8 139 25 
NY, W 14 18 ° ° : . . : 2 3 3 5 1 4 - 
VT 3 4 1 1 1 . . - 1 

3RD 211 173 1 14 - 21 20 - 6 28 4 1 7 10 6 44 11 
DE 19 15 3 1 1 1 8 1 
NJ 44 30 4 9 3 1 1 3 2 3 4 
PA.E 99 77 1 2 9 10 2 13 4 6 3 23 4 
PA.M 6 6 1 1 2 1 1 
PAW 43 39 4 2 6 3 6 1 3 2 10 2 
Vi : 6 6 

4TH 57 62 3 3 1 12 2 - 5 8 4 1 3 4 4 6 6 
MD 16 10 . . 2 1 2 1 1 1 2 
NC,E 14 19 3 1 1 6 4 1 1 1 1 
NC.M 4 7 1 1 4 1 
NC,W 1 
SC 4 10 2 1 1 1 2 3 
VA.E 4 2 1 1 
VA.W 4 8 1 1 2 1 2 1 
WV,N 5 4 2 1 1 
WV,S 5 2 1 1 
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Table X-4. (Continued) 


| Total | Total | | | | | | | | 
Civil Civil | Stock: | | | | ‘Employ-| Other | Prisoner | Other Other 
Cases Cases holder | Other | Real | Tort | ment Civil Civil Prisoner | | Labor All 
i i 


1996 1997 | «Suits | Contract | Property Actions Antitrust! Voting | Rights | Rights RICO" ERISA’ | Suits | SEC*’*’) Other 


i i 


| Rights" | Petitions 


; 


Circuit and District 


5TH 105 222 3 40 3 51 5 2 20 17 8 . 1 9 7 24 22 
LAE 46 67 4 2 22 ; 2 5 4 4 4 4 H 
LA.M 2 2 2 
LA,W 21 18 4 5 4 1 1 3 
MS.N 13 11 } 1 1 1 / / 1 
MSS 47 58 18 13 1 H 4 ; 2 3 6 
TX,N 34 11 2 3 2 1 4 1 1 15 j 
TX.E 6 14 1 2 2 2 1 ‘ j 1 
™S 18 15 1 2 j } 1 2 1 1 1 
TX.W ia] 6 1 1 4 

6TH 143 116 2 10 2 23 5 . 9 15 16 . 2 7 7 10 8 

KY.E H 6 2 1 1 1 1 
KY W 3 4 2 1 1 
MIE 50 12 1 4 1 1 5 
MI.W 7 4 1 1 1 4 1 1 
OWH,N 31 27 1 8 6 1 2 j 3 1 2 
OH.S 22 22 4 4 3 1 5 1 1 1 2 
™NE 7 15 1 1 1 5 3 1 1 2 
™N.M 12 20 1 4 1 6 2 1 2 2 | 
™N.W 3 1 1 

7TH 302 416 4 15 8 51 44 3 29 40 10 2 24 17 6 51 112 
1L.N 196 322 4 14 6 45 17 3 21 21 2 2 21 14 4 51 97 
IL.C 29 29 24 2 1 2 
iL.S . 1 1 
IN.N 24 17 1 3 4 1 1 1 
INS 48 46 . 1 2 3 1 5 15 4 2 1 1 11 
WILE 2 6 1 2 1 1 1 
WI.wW 3 1 1 

8TH 157 178 2 14 1 25 1 . 15 16 4 1 10 15 9 41 14 
AR.E 21 30 3 4 5 8 2 2 1 2 2 1 
AR.W 6 4 1 3 
1A.N 3 1 1 
IAS 5 5 3 1 1 
MN 77 99 4 1 10 10 7 4 1 7 e) 2 37 7 
MO.E 31 24 2 5 3 1 4 3 2 
MO.W 2 2 1 1 
NE 10 11 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 3 
ND 2 1 1 
SD 1 1 


SC 
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Table X-4. (Continued) 


Total Total | | | | | 
| 


j 
Civil Civil Stock- | | | Employ: Other | Prisoner | Other Other | 
Cases | Cases | holder | Other Real Tort | | ment | Civil | Civil | Prisoner Labor All 

Circuit and District 1996 1997 Suits | Contract | Property | Actions [Antitrust Voting | Rights | Rights | Rights’ [Petitions | RICO**| ERISA’) Suits | SEC****| Other 

9TH 350 345 7 1 2 30 4 1 1 49 12 1 4 10 13 140 45 
AK 
AZ 16 48 6 2 1 1 5 1 1 1 15 15 
CA,N 197 197 1 4 15 7 1 H 20 1 4 6 112 14 
CALE 15 5 1 2 1 1 
CA,C 4 7 2 1 1 j 
CAS 6 3 1 1 1 
HI 13 22 5 10 2 2 1 2 
iD 1 ) 4 2 1 2 
MT 13 10 2 1 2 2 1 2 
NV 1 1 
OR 28 19 2 1 3 2 2 2 5 2 
WA.E 21 15 2 1 4 1 1 6 
WA,W 6 8 2 1 1 j 1 
GUAM 1 1 

© NMI 

10TH 46 76 4 . 8 3 9 2 1 3 3 35 8 
CO 5 34 1 2 2 1 27 1 
KS 7 4 2 2 
NM 13 yg 2 2 1 j 1 
OK,N 5 6 1 } 1 1 
OK,E 2 2 1 1 
OK, W 5 8 1 2 1 4 
UT y 11 2 1 ’ 1 1 5 
WY 2 2 

11TH 550 627 6 37 1 314 37 4 44 51 24 1 21 8 10 39 30 
AL,N 282 290 1 12 : 244 10 8 2 3 2 2 6 
AL.M 81 96 5 . 39 4 15 12 10 4 1 6 
ALS 7 4 3 1 
FL.N 7 29 2 1 22 2 1 1 
FL.M 55 61 1 5 1 6 4 5 4 4 2 ) 12 5 
FL.S 61 69 3 9 9 1 5 12 2 4 17 7 
GA,N 37 53 1 4 9 10 3 1 1 1 3 2 6 5 
GAM 14 16 1 6 1 5 1 1 1 
GA.S 6 9 2 5 1 1 


THIS CATEGORY INCLUDES PRISON CONDITION CASES 

RICO = RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS 
* ERISA = EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT 
** SEC = SECURITIE S/COMMODITIES/E X CHANGE 
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Table X-5. 
U.S. District Courts—Class Action Civil Cases Commenced, by Basis of Jurisdiction and Nature of Suit, 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1997 


1997 
ane eeen nner erer neers pepeeemiias eee — 
pint US. Cases . a ae oi Private Cases a 
Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Suit Total _ ae Sanaa Question _Seaene _ Jurisdiction 
TOTAL CASES 1,475 1 1,151 274 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 145 1 2 42 100 
INSURANCE 56 1 13 42 
MARINE 2 1 1 
MILLER ACT 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 3 1 2 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS 2 1 1 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 1 1 
VETERANS’ OVERPAYMENT 
OTHER 1 . 1 . 
0 OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 82 1 26 55 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 22 1 2 7 12 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 2 2 
FORECLOSURE 9 1 1 . 7 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT . . 
TORTS TOLAND, INCLUDING 
PRODUCT LIABILITY 5 2 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 6 1 3 2 
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 262 . 2 99 161 
PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 107 - 2 16 89 
PERSONAL INJURY/ 
PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 69 . - 3 66 
AIRPLANE 
MARINE . 
MOTOR VEHICLE 5 1 
ASBESTOS 3 
OTHER 61 2 59 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 38 . 2 13 23 
AIRPLANE { 1 , 
MARINE 3 3 
MOTOR VEHICLE 3 3 
ASSAULT, LIBEL, AND SLANDER 1 1 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT : 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 


OTHER 29 . 442 2 Me 19 


a ) 
Table X-5. (Continued) 


a ey. + + 


1997 
a ca Up. Cases wales acameeae __Private Cases 
Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Suit Total =| CPhaintift | Defendant | Question | Citizenship | _ Jurisdiction 

PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE, TOTAL 155 . . 83 72 

FRAUD, INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 140 . 80 60 

OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 15 12 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL 1,046 9 33 1,003 1 
ANTITRUST 78 1 . 77 
BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 3 . - 3 

APPEAL (28 USC 158) 3 3 

WITHDRAWAL (28 USC 157) 
BANKS AND BANKING 16 . - 16 . : 
CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL 217 3 13 201 

VOTING 4 : ‘ 4 

EMPLOYMENT 70 3 5 62 

HOUSING AND ACCOMODATIONS 16 . 16 

WELFARE 12 . 4 8 

OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 115 . 4 11 
COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 11 - - 11 . - 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 2 - 1 1 - - 
DEPORTATION - . - . . - 
PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 71 . 4 67 . - 

MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 2 . 2 . . . 

HABEAS CORPUS 4 . . 4 

MANDAMUS AND OTHER 2 . 1 1 

CIVIL RIGHTS* 63 . 1 62 


FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL - - : . : : 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS . . , ' 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 
DRUG-RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 


53 
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Nature of Suit a: wai Total ; Plaintiff 

LABOR LAWS, TOTAL 107 

FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 31 

LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 7 

LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING 

AND DISCLOSURE ACT 1 

RAILWAY LABOR ACT 1 

ERISA‘ 50 

OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 17 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL 7 

COPYRIGHT 3 

PATENT . 

TRADEMARK 4 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, 

AND EXCHANGES 261 2 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS, TOTAL 4 

HEALTH INSURANCE ‘ 

BLACK LUNG CASES 

DISABILITY INSURANCE - 

SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 4 

RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS - 

OTHER 
RICO’ 58 
STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS - . 
TAX SUITS 3 2 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE - 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT - - 
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 8 
OTHER STA1\ITORY ACTIONS 200 1 


OTHER ACT:ONS, TOTAL 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS 
INSANITY 
PROBATE 
OTHER 


l 


Cases _ 


Defendant 


1 
1 


1997 


Federal 
Question 


106 
30 
7 


259 


57 


191 


| 


Private Case 


Diversity of 


Citizenship 


Local 


Jurisdiction 


THIS CATEGORY INCLUDES PRISON CONDITION CASES 


* ERISA = EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT 


*** RICO = RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS 


IFY 


